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Ti it 2 not too great REL, 
' all of 1 my Reader, 1 would beg 
* him to ro alle whatever Pre- 
judices he may have taken up, by 
reading what Others have written on 
the Subject of the Trinity, before he 
begin to read the following Treatiſe. 
But, if this Requeſt be 2 4 8 too 
unreaſonable, my next ſhould be, 
that he would attentively peruſe the 

Axioms, and the firſt Propoſition, 
with their Corollaries; and either 
confute them, ot. be convinced of the 
Truth of them, ere he proceed any 


further. I am, in truth, not a little 


apprehenſive, that many af my Read- 


ers will be highly prejudiced againſt 


me, merely becauſe I profeſs. to in- 
dee the Doctrine of the Trinity - 
11 7 by | 


r P NASN. 
by the Light of Reaſon: A] 
on the other hand, 1 ſuſpect, 
there will be ſome as much N 
ſeſſed i in my Favour, on that very 

Account. To ſpeak my own Opi- 
| nion, 1 believe, that they will boch be 

diſa appo pointed, when Fer ſhall have 
gone through the Bobk. But t, how- 
ever that may be, ſince I neither ex- 
pect nor deſire, that my Arguments 
ſhould go for more than they are 
worth, ſo | hope, that Prejudice will | 
not ſo far influence the Mind of my 
Reader, as to depreſs them below 
their juſt Value, Reaſon and Reve- 
lation have long been at Variance 
amongſt the Diſputers of the World, 
eſpecially on this Subject of the Tri- 
nity : : It is ſurely high Time they 
were reconciled; To effect this Re- 
conciliation hath been my Endea- 
vour; how far I have ſucceeded, muſt 
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dem 
unleſs, God og 1 to — | 
tify our Notions, by means of a new 
Revelation, or ſome 7 
Mortal (like, myſelf ). ariſe to tell 
them, that they are both miſtaken. | 


253 ik 


Two ſuch oppoſite Opinions can- 


not poſſibly be both true; of Courſe 
there muſt be an Error ſomewhere: 
Nou / to me it appears to be couched 


in one Poſition, which they have bot 
agreed in, and all along taken for 
granted, If ſo, the Diſpute muſt 
neceſſatily be 2 1 this 
n be detected. 
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vi. P R K F A 0 E. 
:> L acknowledge che extreme; Te- 
merity my Undertaking, thus tg 
oppoſe myſelf to almoſt the whole 
cots World, antient and modern; ; 

and nothing but the Exantlation of 


the Truth could eyer have prevailed 
With me to attempt it, I know it 


is the Cant of every ' Scribbler, who 
venteth particular - "Ns otions of his 


own, that his great Zeal for Truth 


lafter an Abundance of 'Stry gples) 


hath gotten the better of his Modeſty ; 
when, at the fame Time, that Truth 
is, perhaps, a palpable Falſehood. 
But thus much I muſt lay in Juſtice 
to myſelf, that, if I have admitted 

any Palſchoods, they are not of the 


palpable Kind. But if the Reader 


will point out to me any material 
Error, which I may have been too 
blind to ſee of myſelf, I ſhall be 
greatly obliged to him, and rejoice 
Þ Þ = in 
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nt: have: tlic gun Fortune fide t 


podred of, yes] 46uſt;: thay bat! 
wilt che whole oft be-candemate 3. 
bat, on the-comthryy,am :failguins; = 
enaugi t hape;c thas When 3f 
ap contain, uff, Fruth, with not-be: 
ſufftuad 16 falloto-the Ground, (for! 
want ei abler ande than hi tor. 
ſopfppant it, cron though it h n 
era comcident. with: preſent 2 
pinions. To be conſiſtent both with 
the Scriptures and Ourſelves, it ſeem- 
eth abſolutely neceſſary ti to differ from 
all Opinions this Day in the World; 
and I cannot think fo ü | 
of the Learned in general, as to ſup- 


post, that they will be deaf to the 


united Voice of Reaſon and of God, 
for 
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| - Con. 1. | 
— ar poſterior in point of 


5 Nn. ey ee 
It cannot, confifiedily with right Reaſon, 
| be affirmed or denied df any Being, that it 
is either Undervved, or Minu, an external 
| Cauſe of Buiftence, or Rene, of chat 
Ii never bad a Bene, or that it is Eter- 
N parte anre, or that it ig auf piſtevior, 
wor u Being, with 

D Wahi en deut 


0. I ; 


3 © 3 + 3 
au ese ming, or dune Al 
theſs things af uE: * 3 

9 1 * br 

722 bites PROP. 1; 4 1a: e I 3 
8 mee ung.. a 
| A Binge brine om Nothing, 

derived, then ens Being (at leaſt) mutt - 

have been derived from Nothingy which is = 


abſurd; therefore Af Beings cannon be des 


rived Beings 3. but ſome Being, or Bein 
malt de Underived: Which i fie . . 
Part of tl e Propoſition,” wi 

All de ved Bein "wuſt bare been de· 
tived. FR 2 immeglate y) - from 
ſome, or Kei gd; fer 
FE at leaſt c mal hav 
been, derived from, Nothing, . 
impoſſible. And an rodeo Being, from 


5 Which another Being is deriped, Aut by 


utellſgent z for an wninteligent Being is no 
Agent; and it is equally. poſſible, that 4 

Being ſhould be derived Nothing, ag 
from an ünintelligent Being, 'Kad, foe the. 
ſame Reaſon, that ſuch Being rhult be in- 
tellignr, it muſt alſo have the Power 10 
Bz Create, 
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"Re Therefore there doth exiſt ſome 


underived intelligent powerful Being, or 
Beings. Q. E. D. | 


Now ſuch an "Vnderibed \intellgen 
Powerful Being we call Gove © 
Cook. | 

A Being, A is. Gop, un neceſſarily 

be underivedy and theroſore (by the ſecond 


14 


Corollary to the Axioms). without an ex- 


ternal Cauſe of Exiſtence, without a Beginning, 
and not poſterior to any other Being. 


1 hope i my Reader doth hot i imagine, that, | 
becauſe 1 have here inſerted the common 


Proof of the Exiſtence of a God, I have 


therefore ſo low an Opinion of him, as to 


ſuppoſe, that he ſtandeth in any Need of 


being convinced of that Truth. I can 
aſſure him, that I write not for Readers of 
that Claſs ; nor ſhould this Propoſition have 


* 


of the Corollary; ; by which hei is reminded, 


appeared in this Treatiſe, but for the fake 


that, were it poſſible to give a Definition of | 


the Being denoted by the, word Gon, Self. 
Exiſtence would be one neceſſary, 1 Ds, 
in that Definition, 
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Died the Time, when the Pitch | 


* * i N N d . 


The Subject of this "Prappheing: being | 
purely a Matter of Fact, revealed to u in 
the haly Seriptufes, we muſt, nepeſſarily 
have recqurſe to thamc in order: tq; ſix this 
Time: Becauſe all that we can know. of it 
from the mere Eight; of Reaſoh. iy Mis, 
That the Paternity-of\ thr. Rather{. and Him- 


tian of cbe San bedis Beginning, by the fore- | 
going Lemma. Mine 


Now this being a demonſtrable. Truth, 


end en hi of God being alſo 
TY; Truth, 
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no where affirm this Paternity and F rib 
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Trutz, nd ſince it is impoſſible for two 
Truths to contrhdlict rath ofher, it is 28 


dhe Seri 


to have. been Fterial; and chat, if they 
fee to us ſo to do. we muſt be miſtaken in 
the Interpretation of. therd. But, becauſe 


the Dodtrine, of Chriſt's Eternal Geperation 


hath ſpread far and wide in the Chriſtian 
Church, inſomuch, that there are, pro» 


bably, but few, who entertain it not; I 


ſhall firſt particalarly examine, what Foun- 


- dation. it hath in Scriptute amd Reason; 
and then procced do the, Buſineſs" of the 
5 3 and Wr that Fs N 4 


ind n 
gare, in Which the gent is fad to have 


r. of, cut een fn 
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i.. 1% Bar unto tin Som for faith) 
Tun, Lord, in the Beginning Hf laid, the 

Fotnilatian of the Barth, and the Heavens arg 

the Wark of thine Hangs. NN ats 

./ Bux theſe: Texts afford no Proof of a Fit 
before the Incarnation.:, He 


liation 
wins they do, ought to ſhew me, how. 


hall get rid of the falſe Concluſion, which 
n 
Manner upon theſs Texts. oy 
Ern. l. 9. Ou! ted ol d, J 
Gin 29 1 1689 
13 Con. vii. % Thaw e lin d | 
Ghrif, by mhont/ are al chings, | | 
Hr, ii, 3 4. 1% I n rare 
worthy of wort Glory than Myſes, ing/much 
as he, who hath builded the Houſe, beth more 
Homur thun ab Hape. Fur eoery Haft it 
builded by fame way uot 


veal cit Jie (bref nar; Mar yet, if this 
way of reaſoning be admitted, Fu 
mer Texts will prove him to be-Jgfus Cir 


and the latter tobe Many. at the time ππ. es 


all things were created ; which Concluſion 
NE B4 1 


En 
wd falſe, If 1 e for An» 
frer, * That; becauſe the ſame Porſvn, 
who created all things, did afteraards bes 
come Jeſus Chrift and Man, therefore the 
Apoſtle gives bim thoſe” "Appellations, 
though ſpeaking of him before they be⸗ 
loiiged ee Mum: 1 give” che lite Ankwer 
back again; **© That} "becauſe the ſame 
Perſon,” who! created "alt things, did after 
wards become the Son of God, therefore tho 
Apoſtle, in the former Texts, gives Him 
that Appellation, though ſpeaking of him 
before it belonged to him And, as the 
latter Texts are no Proof, that he was 
Foftr Car hf or Alan, fo neither ate che for- 
A Proof of his Fiklation, at N time 
hen he made the Woilds.“ e N 
This proleptival n Form of Speech is in uſe 
every day, and is by no ohe cenſured ag an 
Impropriety, Thus, if I ſhould iay, S- 
Jade er, Næteron fi pulieu bir Principia in 
dhe Na- 16867 who would: cen ſurd me ab 
Tpeaking *itnproperty;;! or ho would ſup- 


5 that I meant to fay he was a Knight 
dt that time betsuſt T'calt him Si- Jac? 


5 Wee e 


0 aid . bateers 3:5. renin! Tat 
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141 | 
"af bis unnr of peaking from the Scrip- 


bare itia ) d a wort rt e M 
= Thus St. Paul (Pulli. ü. 6.) fays,. Tat 

| We chi Mind br in) you; hich war df, in Chrift 
| Da, nbbocbring in tb Harm g God, Sg. 

Which Words are xyidently, ſpokga gf Our 
Saviour before his Incnrnation 3 yet ſurely 

no one will ſay, that ha was then. CAI 

"Fefuc, any otherwiſe than in the Counſel 

and Forcknowledge of God, So the ſame 

Apoſtle J Gokr x. 4% fays,, They {the 

Aſtaalites ] drank of that Ipiritual Rock, that 
followed them, and that Rock was CH and 

Again, (8. 9.) Neither us temp, Chris as 

ſome. of them alſo tempted ; and again, (GAL. 

dic 17.) Tie Covenant which was confirmed 

' before of Gad in Chriſt; the Lau, which wes 
Jour »-bundred: and thirty Years, after, gaungt | 
difannul.. But the Man would be m_ 
very bad Logician, who ſhould from henge 
conelude, that Our Saviour was, CI at 
thoſe times. S0 alſo (GAT. iii. 16.) 
Abrabum and bis Serd . were the: Promifes 
made; And yet the Promiſes were not 

made to Arabam, but to Abram, See Gex. 
xli. To mention but one more of a gregt | 

Many, that might be produced; GEN. xi. 
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$11 Hud u rok ran his Ge 
they went forth from Ur of the Calli i. o. 
from U, whith wes ru (vis. when 
Moſes wrote) 4 Polfeſhon of the Calder 
for the Cala were not 3 People, wben 
Aura "went out ef U-; being deſcended 
from Cheſed (of che e of Sk 
who was not then born. 

To us little purpoſe in this Controne 
are theſs Texts , WY tor 
th Gy, which Phat with e boſe he 
World wat. . KN 

1 Jon i. 1, 2. Thr which wa fm the 
Beginning, —wobich was with the Pabber. 

Thefe Texts prove not, that God "PE 
Father from the beginaing, any more than | 
the former proved, that Our Saviour was a 
Son from the beginning. It is, - moreover, 
| Hmewhat remarkable, that the Father is 
no where in Scripture ſtiled the eternal Fa- 


© They, nor e Son, the" eternal Son, or the 


like; whereas the Holy Ohoſt i is ſtiled the 

eternal Spirit. Hes. x. 14. 
ens 550 Gi  Fie ür ide Pm 

in which the Sox is faid to be n, or four 
Mee 4.001221 18017 fte 
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dies he Vor They urs theſe whith fob - 
e ee e ee Bhs e e e 
Marvin. . L of alt br font unto | 
e d SW. | * W * ien ast 
Mank Ali. 6. Wenn ves B ns well 
beloved be font him %s. © 
Er xx. 13 T fond my Sem, 
i may be they will rvepents ̊ mee 
Jon bi. 17. Gad ſont not hir Sum ite the 
Wl is con is the Wei REA TY 
Ar pike K. 36. Hey yr of Ham, bm the 
Father hath ſan#ified, ant ſent into e N. 
thou 5 becauſe T ail. Tau the Son 
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1 Journ iv. 9 ; God "biy gott 

5 i e Loom 25 — 
"122. bv; bh et 

; 'Þ pit 10 fer vu Hint. Dams 5,3. 
v. 13. The Father fit the Sin }o 
ze Yhe Spion? of the World. 


. T3 Soi of Oo bb * 
. tel, FEES might Lat Rn of the 
Few. theſe Paſſages of Scripture atly 
conelyde, that the Son pf God | 
| ] ore his Vimon iifto' the 
V, 1 T tot him fo tell Tie, Why 1 
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y Hot! full as logically rontglude;: that he 
was Fefus Chriſt, n 
Miſfion from the following 


' the only. trus God,” and et rſh whone 


= World there mentioned VIZ, the. Zang 


markably cautious the. Evangeliſt 
* [ben AJ et thee. Fee 


1 * 1 


Texts. 
Jonn xvii. 3. That they del | 


thou haſt ſent. | Ads 1, 
Nos. viii. 3. Gol ſndng bir own Sm i 


the ſten of ffi. Fiab. 
Gar- iu. 4. Golfer forth ai ge c. 
© * pra tne 4 HY by | 


L..T1M. i. 15. (Crit fur cove gue. | 


Werld to ſave Sinners,” id 


Theſe Texts, compared with the _ 


| her very plainly, what is the true ood 


genuine Senſe of the ſending, or / 


aA 


ration of the Son, which may very proper- 


„ S _ VS © 7 


ly be called @ ſending. of .the. Sen into the 
Mord. But even if this were not the 
Meaning, yet thoſe: Texts are no better a 


Proof of his SonGhip, before he came into 
the World, than 1 Tun. 1 15. is ; of; bis 
being Chrift Fefus before he came. into the 
World. 8 0 


It is worth white, 60 Ld boy, la 
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LEED 
it the heginning of the Goſpels, where the 
much, that they have not once ſtiled Gd 
Te Farber; nor Our Saviour. The. Son, until 
after they have related the Hiſtory of his 


Birth, except when they ſpeak af the Fi- 5 


listion as. future. ::.. God ns schl. | 
Marr. i. 20, She: The Agel ef hs : 
LonD. g ac 2 ö a 
Luxx i. 15. He [John] /oall be great in $a 
the Sight of the Loxp, and many of tbe 
children of Iſrael ſhall he turn to the Lonp 
their GoD, and be ſhall go:before Hina. , . 
— N The, drge Cd was . 
 faw GoD« £G0> 940661 fi «7 
— F pag He SHALL FR called the Son: | 
of the HiGnzsT,. and the LoxD Gop ſhall: 
give unto him the throne of bis Father David. 
— i. 35. That Hor v Fare 
be called the Sox Goo. 
Jonx i. 1, a. &c. In the — — 
the Word, and the WorD war with Gon, 
and tbe Won p was GoD. Te ſame was in 
the beginning with Gop,—There was, a Man 
ſent from: Gop, whoſe Name was Jobn : the 
2 came to bear W * — En. 0 


a | ST 4 + v 


＋ | or 


= on 


* 
Aud the Wok n was mad FL ren; but then 
he immediately ſubjoineth, Aud we beheld 
bis Glay,. the Glory as of {ſtoh Glory as was 
ſuitable to] the +6 ee r d 1 
ul rate and Trutb. 32 OT, | 
All the Texts, which cd din 
examined, with regard to the Paternity of 
the Father, or Filiation of the Son, are 
in this Controverſy, on either Side of the 
Queſtion: For, as thoſe; produced on one 
Side, prove not, that the Relation had any 
| Exiſtence before the Tacarnation zi ſo Tam 
ready to allow, that thoſe on the other do 
not neceflarily ſuppbſo, that it had not-. 
I chall now confider a fingle Text, which 
hath been generally thought by Aan 
Writers to afford a poſitive Proof a 
liation before the Incarnation. 


Cot. i. N Who arte ff bon fry 

Creature.” | 
Dr. Clithe's innerfratatica of this — | 

(which is conſonant to that of the antient 

Ariunt) is as follows, It is obſervable 

« ſays he) that St. Paul does not here eall 

9 2 gdaviout 6 "Teo "WHITE, 

| 5 ee ths 


r 

* the fofi-created of all Ercatures, but age. 
4 rn Y xmas, the  firfi-tore of 
ue Greafure 3 the firſt begotten. before all 
% Creatures ; ſignifying in general, that he 
vnn (hefore all Creatures) am drought 
. forth, produced by, derived from, the Fa-. 
nem 
« Manner.” 4 79 
„ 1 to ba | 


found in the New. Teſtament, (viz. Jong 
. 15.) which ſeemeth 10 ſhew, that the 


word mares will indeed / bear this Senſe, 
and may denote a mere Priority in point of 


Time, without Relation to other Subjetfs of 


the ſame: Cloſe... (Though by the. ly, it is | 
voted by Dr. Hammond for an Hebraiſin.) 
Yet, at the ſame time, it muſt be ſaid, that 
chis Form of Speech! is fo very unuſual, that 
an Example from the Writings of the /ame 
St. Paul ſecras negellary to, juſtify that In- 


| cerpretation.in the preſent Caſe: And, even 


if ſuch Example could be produced, it would 
ſurely be too week « Foundation, / whereon 
10 build an Article of Faith. If the Word 
| - muſt here danote a Priority in 
my humble Opinion, be equiyalent to 


| Ew. - 
Speere rief Tos Nees; und this Was * 


the Interpretatioh of the lr inte e 


In ſupport of what Thave here ſaid Agnihfk 
Dr. Curies Interpretation, let me produrz 
an Authority as good as Clarke's.” Walls (ini 
his Sermon on the Reſurrection) has theſe 
Words, Vox Prins,” cum ſit Narmerus 
Ordinalis, dici intelligenda eſt cum re- 
ſpectu ad Plures orũine ſecuturos. Q 
reſpectu Chriſtus eſt Shgularir non appellas 
tut Tgwrorotos Phimdgenitur (at hie Prin- 
genitus ex mor ru) ſed or qyen Unigenitus ex 
Patre.” And a little afterwards he ſays, 
Dieitur mt ve i. 6.) non here 
Unigenitus,” ſed "rpwrorixes' ' Primogenitus | 
(Quum induxit - m in Mun- 
dum) propter reſpectum hie habitum ad 
Fratres ſuos. Qui ob hane rationem fie 


appellantur ; prout ibi poſt fequitur, Qyom 
ob cauſam, non erubeſeit eos vocare Pratres.” 
And Dr: Hammond in his Note upon. this 
Text obſerves, that «© the Word + | 
beſide the ordinary Notion of H. born 
(Which cannot · ſo well here refer to Chrif's 
eternal Generation becauſe of that which is 
added to it, the ff born of every Creature, 


; NE? gives him 233 before 
| all 


| 1 1 5 

all Qabir Creaturia and doth-not attribute 
urn to him)! is uſed: ſometimes ini 
Srripturo fbr n Lomi er Peron! in Power 
who. ha the Frrailge ef the figſ e, 
Dawizes: overiiall\ his Brethren; and ac 
cording th thiy Notion, it is pled ae in 
bene for . Pr on pe, Peron. 
And that this is ch utue genſo f the Word 
following Reaſ ons va 
acht BDνHmu the Apoſte itinmediately 
addeth,” Pon bt h bert a things created: 
Schar the Creation of all-pbings by bim- id 
gietn as, & reg for his being re. 
Now it in n6t a good Argument, that) 66 
eanſe he: created all things, he wAs therefore 
Hiniſeif grub beifore them it ig ſuffi 
cient. or that purpoſe; that lie had ab 
ctanted a things, he ſhould cherefore be 
Lr Hew thing 
oda. Birauſe che mme politic (He's! iiach 
| hathy ſited the ſame Perſon i: al things, = 
ind; ph athided to the ſume Realbn, 
han be added, Sy ub 1%, b made the 
b ag dee Timotfen ol t. derm. 43) 
ech C B n 


5 God, un — rd 4 Hagerty a 


L . 
2% Becauſe . the | in PaAxu 
hexxix.:. confirms this: loterpretation, and 
ſhews the true Meaning oi the Word re 


Hall an mne, #601” ard my: Fri, my 


ee bald No 7 
tion this ſhould have been, He & (or lunar) 
my firſt- born. „ Aale f garten 
Now, vbiether this Interpretation be the 
true one, or not, 1 leave to the Reader's 
Judgment to determine ; but I und 
aſſert, that the other, abone given, of- Dr. 
Clur tes, cannot poſſibhy be the true nr 
becauſe it contradicteth other plain Texts 
of Scrigtute zimas wild aronfter mam fully 
appear under :the tion. 20 n 
the mean time, we may aſſuredly ſay; that 
EHtir is at ileaſt as proper —— 
the Word in this Blace; a born fn und, 
ſince it dependeth entirely dn the.Senſe. of 
| that Word, whether this Text ſtill be 
underſtood of any ſuppoſod Generation prior 
do that, which was effected on the Body 
the Virgin, or not; We ought, at leaſt. to 
a Sinks: nn the 


* 0 
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chall be decided by other Paſges'of beg 
tute, which ars 16ſs liable to be miſtaken #; | 
Of the ſame Nature is Heb. i. 6: where the - 

fame Word is found again, and taken Notice 
of by'Dr.' Walks in the above Quotation: | 
To this Claſs alſo may be referred Rev. iii: 
14. Theſ® things faith the Amen, the faithful 
and thus" Witneſs, the Beginning [Gt. to} 
of the Cteathm of Ged. This Text (liks 
the-former)' either ſays that the Perſon here 
ſpeaking: is a Creature, or nothing to out 
Purpoſe; and therefore will prove either 


too much, or too little; to be'of ahy Uf in 


the preſent Controverſy: The ttue Mean- 
ing of the Phraſe (i agανᷓ , ü _ 
ſeemeth to be, Either the e Cauſe,” from 

which are all created Beings, Or elſe the 
Ruler or Governour of all things. And it is; 
at the beſt; but very queſtionable, whether 


we ought to underſtand either this Text of - 


- Wr Orr Sabiour bea 
i may mat be with e gr, tit the Word 

aac. hath yet another $ignification ; and i 18 ap- 
e Hau, (11. 6.5 t6 an Animal that bath brought 


por fling In this Senſe it rhightt be applies 


without arty very great t6 the Creator of 
all things ; and would better agree with dcr 
this Place, than the hoy Ru: doth; p 

2 ore 


7 


Rd 


Xt# by; 
n Bet be Auel with 
they afford no Proof of 4 Filiation or Deri- 
vation before the Worlds. an nn) 
If any one can ſhem me; another Paſſage 
of Scripture, which fav hn Dattrige of 
a Generation of the gon of God priax s the 
Incarnation, and which hath not been here 
taken Notice of, I duell he obligedi to him foc 
ie Diſcoyery : For mx on part, I Know of 
none: and can truly affirm, chat I haye not 
wilfully overlooked „ vt 
Il chat Dodrige be really a tene ohe, we 
mag well be allowed to wonder thet it 
hath not been more clearly rerealed to 115 
in dhe. Scriptutes z. and that the ſacred 
Writers ſhould leave an Artiele of ſuch Im- 
portance to be collected from a ſingle Text 
or two and even [there to depend entitely 
upon the Oonſtruction of.e fingle! Ward in 


each ef dubious Meaning One would 


think, it ſhould be found in almoſt every 

Chapter of the New Teſtament, at leaſt: 
luſteack of that, ur meet with abcht a 
dozen proleptical Phraſes, and nothing more, 
to keep it in Cauntenance and which may 
(in a great Meaſure}. be proved to be only | 


4 , 0 * E | * 7 g 
Prolepſes, by confronting them with” as 
1 . 4 n oh ” _ : . 
, . a3 - b S324} BY «» $% D 3 * 
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many of me Import, which are evident- 
ly fach.” One would think” Iikewite, that; 
if "this Fillation' bad un) Exiſtence hefe 
the Intithatiön, there "ſhould have been 
ſorne "Hibt"of it in the Old Teſtament: | 
But T'do''hoe "find, chat God is Nited'* 
1 Farbe, in the fame Sebſe 38 he 18 int 
New) fo much as otic througHobt” the 
whole; and the Sonſhip 5 not even men- 
rioned ar thes ing. WA 90098, enn 
| Upon a Review of the while; Tink, 1 
may fay, that the Doctrine of 1 Generation 
of the Son of God, before his * 
bath nd good Fouhdstion "ir Ken, 
Mich leks hath efdria/ Gre, ck 3 
ufo implicth as ditect a Corltr: ; 
Term, nh Ph vater 
8 * perhaps, L halt be told, drt bene 
i in appeareth like a Contradiaien, 
only n Account of: the Defet# of bur Tiras, 
2 the e 5 0 compre 


The Trath'of this Charge I Krufbe ge 


to deny; nor will 1 allow, that any Cen- 
tradition, or even Difficulty, ariſeth in 
reafoning upon Eternity, through the 


[821] 


| Defect {I mean the unavoidable of 
Ideas. If we take Care, to, uſe the Words 
Eternal and Eternity conſtantiy in, their 


true Senſe, there will be none; upleſs, by 


being joined with other Words of a con- 
trary Signification, they make Falſehopd or 
Nonſenſe gf the Propoſitions i in which they 
occur; then, indeed, it would be 4 Won- 
der, if a Contradiftion were not the Con- 
ſequence. Some Authors there haye been, 
who have reaſoned FP Infinity, exactly as 
we ought. to do, bad its Definition been 
this, Infinity is / the greateft paſitle. Ryantity ; 


and yet, at the ſame time, would, perhaps, 


| Have, been aſhamed to giye. this Definition 
of it; which is, indeed, one of the grecteſ 
Poffible Abſurdities. Fufinity is neither 4 


Quantity, nor the Attribute of 4 Nuantityz 


but is An Attribute of Quantity  abſtraftedly 
Fonfidered, being exactiy equivalent to Bound: 


22 and this implieth continua Variation 
(or * continual Ygriabilicy) in enqjus (for 
] ſpeak not here of. infinitely ſmall) the. Law ' 
of. Variation being Such, 145 doth not cauſe the 
mh” 4 WY: fo Tg ft an Ultimate - 

ON, - ne! ori] 330 10 
ads rien 4T av „ Tt 
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I =) 
That dh fade mah be predieated of Nn 
tity, hut not of. A Qyantity; Will plainly. 
appear to one, who- ſtall give but moderate 
Attention to the Subject. Thus, it is very 
proper 0 ſay cof: Times or of Sage, or of 
Number, that it is infinite; but: to ſay the 
ſame of A Nine,: on : Space, or A Number, 
vould be Nonſenſe, and a direct Contra» 
 diftion;). for: the. Word infinite implieth 
' Fariatinn; but A Time, A Space, or 8 
Number, implieth juſt the contrary 3; viz. 4 
fixed (though not, indeed, ncedſlacily a 
given Time, or Spare, or Number. 
Thus again, to ſay of a Seriet, that it is 
infinite; may be proper; becauſe the Word 
Series implirth Succgſten or Variation.. In 
mort, continua / Variability is one ee! 
Ingredient in the Idea of Infinity and 
whenever: we leave it out, we as ſurely, in- 
volye / ourſelves in Difficulties. and Contra · 
dictions, as we medudle with the Subject. 
"1 grant; aha pendinnis/ —— 
wilt not,  of-itſelf alone, conſtitute Iyfnity, 
though there can be no Iyfnigy; without itz, 
and this is the Reaſon of my ſaying above, 
7 that, The Law of Variation muſt be ſuch, at 
FEY) ney S doth 
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for the ſake of thoſe, w de at Lo 
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 avvge te nr Une, Vb, Devil ge en 


Explanation bf my Meating in Nanny 


to kon Yow Quantity: nen 


| an Ultimate 'Valus. | Am ei i 18053 Fed. 


Suppoſe a Series Gaebel &c/) to 
proceed oontinually by the Addition of 


Unity; then may this Series be ſtrictiy and ; 
properly called wants But L do not mean 
infimre in 'reſpe& of abs Number of at's Tm 
0 End of Increaſe {or is continually variable 
* majut}; bat becauſe that Sum doth alſo 


nor corroerge 40 an ultimate Value ; for there 


is no , (or great). Value value of chat 


the ane und- the other are "infinite, becauſe 
they are continually vatiable in majus,-and 


converge not to an Ultimate Quantity, 


But had: the Series been 1 T +4+ 44-4. &c. 


in int.; it would, indeed, have - been 


Terms; 


- A 


Sum. This geries may be compared to the 
ootitinuel aH equable Flux of Time; both 


in Which 6very ſucoveding Term is the half 
af the next before it, and thas procseding 


* -- 
ST © 
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tank: 
al hays been 4 


PRO 


continual Varighility.in majus of the Sym. of 
the Temes ud het, h this Law of. Vari- 
a ation. that Sum canigaver be ſo great ns the 


Number a3 for a is che ultimate Value, ar 


a ſymptotick Numbet, to which the Sum 
of the geries eonvorteth. but which it never 


will artiye- at, (much leſs exceed) and yet 


will approach necarer to it than by any 
aſſignable Diffetence, -how ſinall over. 


common Way of writing Numbers, thus 
1141144, &. Here the Addition of every 
new 1 multiplies the Number (as it ftood | 
. 10, and adds 1 to tha Product; 
and Number continually varied according 
to this Law, would be infinite in Value 
Baut place a Dot before, the firſt Unit, (ſo 

that the | whole may be a decimal Fraction 
and the Number will then canyerge to 3, 


end never. can exceed it, or even be equal! 
to it, this being its ultimate Value. But 


let us examine ſome of the Difficulties, 
1 ene 
n Ideas. 2 n ly” 


Again, let a Number be formed by a conti- 
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— ona Clleogsc 
our Underſtandings, to conceive \How an 


Eternity can be-attually paſt. If by An E 


nity be meant A inte Time, An infinite 


"Number of Ages, or the like, I anſwery. that 


tbere it no ſuch thing. either paſt, or to come ; 
it is ranli Nonſenſo. Every individual In- 
tant of the Time paſt, or to come, is finitely 
 djftant ſfum the preſent Tyftant; becwuſe any 


Inſtant of Time being a Terminus or Bound, 
it muſt neeeſſarily be finitely diſtant" from 


any other Inſtant : Juſt as any Point of Space 


is finitely diſtant from any other Point of 
Space, {for thoſe Points are the Bounds of 


the Line, which Joins them) ; conſequently, 
it is merely the continual Succeſſion· of In- 


ſtants, which conſtitutes Eternity,” or "the 


Tfinity of Time. Now, if by the Queſtion 


| we be deſired to conceive, Ho the Time 
pat can ba ve been aways flowing,” I anſwer, 
that I can as eaſily conceive, that-it hath 


been always flowing, as that Tuo ade ro 
Two niake Fur; but to demand How it 


can have been, ſeemeth to me as ridicu- 


fous; as to afk FD9⁰] TWwo added to Two 


can make Four; And I will venture to 
T1 


„ e 


Rs G2 
engage, that it ſhall o be anſwered by me 
when any one ſhall} have anſwevell either 
this latter Queſtion, or How the loft Hour 


ited? Fw ge float Ther dams 


otherwaſe. -: 4 128 
een e equitelors iy dn 
| 4, and its correſponding Subſtantive (In- 
nch) to Boundleſpuſe 3) the Word Eternal is 
alfo of the ſame \Sigpification in reſpect of 
Time), aiid is exaſtly equivalent to Begin- 

ning/eſs, or Endleſs, according as it is predi 
cated of the Time pat. or o come; and its 
correſponding Subſtantive ¶ Eiermiq) is, in 
like manner, equivalent to Begirningleſneſe 
or Enalgſagſ of Time teſpectively. Now 


1 Hubſticuts for the Word © Erermizy, in the 


above Queſtion, its Equal (Begiminglyſneſ 
of Tims), and it will ſtand thus, How can 4 
'Begininingleſſmeſs of Time be atfually paſt If 
there be any Senſe in this Queſtion, it muſt 
de this, How cam the Time paſt bave been be- 
gige? Aud to this I anſwer, as I did 

| before, that I can as eaſily conceive; that it 
| Hath been beginningleſs, as that T'wo added 

to TWo make Four; but, that it is as ridi- 
n * it can have 


been 


a... x 
" | 4 
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t. 


been if ue 65 aſk ow D 40 0 Te | 


can make Four. In ſhort} if there 


Difficulty-in — — 4 — 


from the abſurd and cbnttradictery Sappo- 
fition of the Exiſtence"iof AN i. 


meaning theteby ax i Lingth' ꝙ Time, 


(and this / I ſuſpect to be the Caſe) or. fe 


merely from the Nature of Timt, and not 
from the Infinity thereof ; 1. 6. bm the 
Variation np, and; inde ror Bp Peri 
NR At Hts br * 29, ad Gar 
dv 10 Noc wait +114 15 bes 

'- Much:of ibr fawn Banp.Js. that weighty 
Difficulty. of coneeiving Hew one iyfinize cas 
be greater than anotben. Thus, for Example, 
we ate defared to ſuppoſe as infinite Number 
of Fathoms ; then in thoſe Fathoms there 
will bes greater Number of Varde, (vis. 
twice as many); Now any Number, which 


is excreded by ſome other Number, (they 


tell us) is not infinite : but the Number of 
Far nous is infinite, by the Suppoſition, 


and yet it is leſe than the Number of Vards. 
This Myſtery hath ſometimes been thought 


to afford 4 Proof the Inability of g 
Nen to * . 


K i" 


\ Let APM be ray os tight WO 201. "4 
lod T J nord 4, ald: 
. Forde u Me. N 80 
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to 4,7/then,... if, 
\ be-ſuppoſed to . 41 
| Number Ir 


the. Pecpeadicnlar. will oe Yes fra T 

her of: Yards. in tte Fabonts. Produce 
Bale AT. and Hypothenuſe AM in- 
ad let the Perpendicular PM 
ware wo Meye; from ite pteſent Flace 
ſatofansther (as por) further from. the Point 
As nd fm thenec- into another (2s 7m) 
Gurther-til from. A» and: ſa og for ever : 
Aud it is plaia, that, by means | of. this 
Matioa, the Bae: and Perpendicular , do 
both. increaſe.) continaally 3 and it is alſo 
Nala that the Perpendicular inereaſeth 
| twige as faſt a0 the Baſe doth ; becauſe it is. 
in ll Places tio as long. Now I ſhould 
be glad to know, where is the Abſurdity of 
e the Baſe and Perpendicular. af 
this Triangle to increaſe without End, and, 
at the ſame time, ſuppoſing the latter to in- 
creaſe twice. —— as the former ? And 


v4 | where 
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where is the Difficulty ef coriceiving . 
thing ? But if you ſuppoſe t the Line PM to 
be AT an infnite Diftanee ftbm the Point A, 
1. e. if you ſuppoſe the Bafe AP (and con- 
ſequently | Number of Fathomt) to be 
ake un abſurd A 
viz. that t e Line PN at the ſame time. 
ſtanding ſtill and going forward. Nou 
l Al, ehen vn 
fay; that it is AT any Diſtance whatever x 
that the Baſe is not infiaite; 
and then you' give a bad Reaſon, why it 10 


not ſo; via, bebaüſt it is but half pf the 


Perpendicular; whereas,-ih fact, both Bee 
and Perpendicular - ate in chat Caſe: fire) 
becauſe they are fixed Quanititics ;- and the 


trus reaſon hy we cannot call the Baſe in- 


finite is, that we no no longer 2 - 


in reſpect of its Variabiliy but of its Mage . 


nitude, and every Magnitude is f being 
always leſs than ſome other Magnitades, as 


it is alſo greater than others. Having = 


therefore ones made che abſurd Suppoſition 


of An infinite Quantity, we may call it either 


finite or infinite, as it ſuits with our Conve. 


niency or Fancy: It ig inite by the Sup⸗ 
poſition 3 it is frite, becauſo it is exceeded 
0 * e f = | A — , by 


A 


hy Gmacthes.Quentiths being both 
finite and inſini 2228 
Myſtery 100 3 — . 
ſhorts 5 fr . 
Hur 


ſighted Underftandin 
tom af. Ia 
. the par ops 
— ee 
Pang any of the Kind. hich 
proceed fram the lame Cauſe. 


not bethonght 
an. unneoeſſary Digreiſion - 


I bope 
this Diſcourſe upon Infinity! 1 | 


Wa 6 yt 
in micha. Perhape. be. 
wed 
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Since che Attributes and Powers 46 
< God (fays that Authos)-are-evidonty-as | 
* eternal as Being; and there never way 4 
Time wherein Cod could nat will! what 
he pleaſed, and ο what he mild; and 
© finee it. is juſt as eaſy to conceive: God 
© akvays | Ating, as aways Di,, and 
© Operating before alt Ages, - ks-eafily as 
© Decreemig before alli Ages; it will not at 
alt follow; that That which ib an Batt 
ef his Mi and Power, muſt for tat 
© Reaſon, neceſſariiy he limited 7 
an e ara ion = 22 
ee . peer, in point of Tie, 
40 ifs Cauſe e e — 
rü bee ad ae —— 
be bmited to x definite Time, for that very Rea- 
fon, becauſe it it a Effet." And, I hope, 
I ſhall not be thought too raſh, if I aſſert, 
that God never did or produced any ons indi- 
| wv but at a finite Diftance of Time 
from the prefent' Inflant; nor ever ui or 
con + For chere 18 no Inſtant of the Time 
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12 or to come, which is not Imrefy diſtant 
. from the preſent Inſtant. There ia a Tp 
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in Falls Logick, — Prailate 
bow. wn tut "ai beg hg WI 


| Speaking of thu Fllacy of Difion called 
de ſays,” *-Skquis probaturus, 
| «poſſe Deu fatere” homines numer infinitos 
© alu, ie argueret ; Poteft Deus facere guur 
© potefÞ facere ; C 
© biurn eſſe, ut ſiquid in propoſitione cul- 
< pandum fit, hoe faltem erit, quod ludicra 
© yideatur utpote identica;) indeque affu- 
mat, Ef autem corum numerus (quos poteſt 

© facere) ve/ © finitus (quod non dicendum 


« eft, quia; fic determinaretur Dei potentia 8 


ad finitum aliquem hominum numerum, 
ut eo plures non poſſit facere ) vel infi- 
nitus (quod probatum eunt ;) adeoque 
poſſe eſſe | bomines au infiniter memero - 
* quodque de ift numere dicitur, pariter 


< oftendetur de infinitis magnitudine, iginitis 


© pofenti#, ' dignitate, excellentif Sc. poſſe- 
' que igitur creaturas eſſe omnibus modis 


© infinitas.) Talia memini me (cum puet 
© eram) argumenta legiſſe plura apud Node 
© ricum de Ariaga ſeholaſticum: Sed. non 
tam puer eram, =; potuerim fallacem 
ut Lee, diſcernere. „ — 
D eſſe 


1 1 N 
*.elfe, majorem propoſitionera, (de qui tam 
< gloriole clamitant, qui fic arguunt) eo 
ſenſu qui neceſſarius eſt ad inferendam 
eam concluſionem. Quippe illud guot 
6 * pots eft facere,, intelligendum. erit vel &ftri- 
* buttv? de ſingulis (qui patentior ſenſus- 
prima facie videatur ;),atque. fic certum 
« eſt, Deum | poſſe factre guot potgſt facere 3 
hoc eſt, nulus oft rorum. quos poteſt facere- 
* guin eum palit ſacere; ( ſed hic ſenſus non 
* ſufficit argumento:) vel collective intelli- 
gendum, nempe paſſe Deum tot facere, 
44 cum bi fatti fuerint, nos palſit plures 
fagere; (ut qui totam ſuam poteſtatem 
jam in actum redegerit.) Atque hoc 
ſenſu (qui ipſis neceſſarius erit) neganda 
« eſt ca propoſitio: nempe poſe Deum tot 
« facere, ut deinceps alias facere non palit. 
Quippe hoc eſſet potentiam incxhauſtibi- 
lem actu exhaurire. The Fallacy here 
i produced and confuted differeth but little 
from that contained i in the above Argument 
of Dr. Clarke ; this reſpeQing the Number 
WO f the. Adds of God, that the Time of his 
ating; and an Anſwer ſimilar to this may 
ſerve for the other. 
The Inſtants of the Time paſt may bs 
3 7 con- 


( 3 ] 

confidered either djfributiurly or collefFively, 
in the former Senſe we may truly ſay, that 
there never wd an  Inflant, in which G 
could not "will what be pleaſed, and do what be 
witkd; but it may be anſwered, * with 
Wallis, bic ſenfus non ſufficit argument ;* in 
the latter Senſe (which is neceſſary for Dr. 
Clarke's Argument) we may as truly fay;,” 
| that i? js impoſſible that God ſhould ever bave' 
produced am Being, in any Manner whatever,” 
at fuch a Diftante of Time from the preſent” 
Inflant, that he could not have produced the 
Jame, or another, at a frill greater Diftance 
of Time from the preſent Inſtant :* And con- 
ſequently it is impoſſible, for any derived 
Being to have been efernal; and vice verſa 
for any et eternal Belly to have been derived. 
Again, 2 

Let us ſuppoſe the Sun to hive wie : 
exiſted * Then fince the 'Sun's Power of 
emitting Light is, evidently, as eternal, as 
his Being; and, ſince it is juſt as eaſy to 
conceive it always ſhining, as always exiſt- 
ing or, in other Words, fince there hath 
been à continual Succeſſion of Particles of 
Light emitted from the Sun; (and, amongſt 


1 the Particle A;) it will not at all 
| D 2 follow, 
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follow, chat the ſaid A, merely becavde it 
was emitted from the Sun, did ever begin 
to be emitted from his Body; Or, that there 
was Time beforg it was emitted; Or, that 
it was not the fr (although there never 
were 4 fel) of the Succeſſion, This is De. 
Clerk?'s Argument. And, by the ſame 
way of reaſoning, it might be proved, that, 
though God created the vighle World, is 
doth not follow, that the World hath not 
always exiſted ; or, that any Effect is ne- 
ceſſarily poſterior, in Time, to its Cauſe, 
provided that Cauſe be itſelf underived. — 
If the Study of Metaphyſcks will not 
enable us to avoid ſuch groſs Errors as 
theſe, the time and pains are ill beſtowed. 
F am ready to believe, that Mathematicians 
may have been, in ſome Meaſure, the Cauſe 
of this fallacious way of reaſoning upon In- 
finity ; it being a common Practice with 
them to uſe the word Ninite in the very 
ſame Senſe as exceeding great 3 many Ex- 
amples of which might be produced; but 
they are ſuch as none but a Mathematician 
will underſtand, and to him I may appeal 
without one. Now. che Mathematician. - 
knoweth when he hs fafely take this Li- 

a berty, | 
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berty; and when not; but if, Alber lh 
Example, the Metaphyfician ſhould be 
tetnpted to take the ſame Liberty, he muſt 
woes rage Eee pe Labyrinth of 
— 

© But, to deck tho Truth, 1 have not fo 
low an Opinion of Dr. Clarke's Abilities, as 
to think, that he himſelf was not aware of 
the Fallacy contained in his own Argument, 
whatever might be his reaſon for writing in 


this Matner. In his Treatiſe on the Attri- 


butes (Prop, V. p. 46.) he fays; The 
Ideas of Eternity and Self-Exiſtence aro fo 
4 cloſely eonnected, that becauſe ſomething 
muſt of Neceffity be eternal independently, 
© hd hitheut any cube Cauſe of its Br. 
©. ing, therefore it muſt neceſſarily be Self. 
Exiſtent ; and becauſe tis impoſſible but 
© ſomething muſt be Self-Exiſtent, therefore 
tis neceffary that-it muſt likewiſe be Eter- 
„nal.“ How is this reconcileable with an 
Effet not limited to any definite Time, that is, an 
ternal Efeu But, upon ſecond Thoughts, 
begin to ſuſpect, that I falſely accuſe him 
of contradicting himſelf ; for perhaps the 
Words independently, and without ary outward 
u. of its Being (printed in a different 

2 I 2 


1 38 1 
Character) were inſerted by way of Salva to 
the Caſe of Eternal Generation : And, in- 
deed, if they were not, I am utterly, at a 
Loſs to know, what Occaſion there was for 
them; but, on the other hand, if they 
were added with this Intent, I affirm, that 
they have ſpoiled his Argument, and ren- 
dered it extremely weak and trifling. For 
then his Meaning muſt be, That: becauſe 
ſomething, muſt of Neceſſity be Eternal. Sal 
Exiſtenti, therefore it muſt neceſſarily. be Self- 
 Exiftent;, this is mere trifling. . And his 
Argument is moreover, in that Caſe, weak; 
becauſe, inſtead: of eſtabliſhing, it tendeth 
to overthrow his former Aſſertion concern- 
ing the. clo/e . Connefian between the Ideas 
of Eternity and Self Exiſtence. To make 
out this cloſe Connection he ought to have 
aſſerted that no Being can be either eternal 
Or. ſellgexiſtent, and not the other; the 
latter Part of the Argument ought to have 
been the converſe of the former: But this 
is not the Caſe, if thoſe Words were in- 
ſerted to give us a Hint, that a Being may 
be Derived, and yet be Eternal. If, in- 
deed, we interpret them in the ſame Man- 
Wer, i a Author himſelf hath — 
C 2 


t Þ I- -. 
the like Words in- his! next- Propoſition, 
[independently and: of itfelf; Cor ie it would 
 6e-impoſſible, there fbould be-any-eternal Being 
at all] then the cloſe: Connettion-will ap- 
pear; but à Coñtradiction will remain” be- 
| tween this Paſſage, andi that boot vom rg 
from his Freatiſe on the Trinity. 

I have dwelt the longer on this SubjeR; 
becauſe it: concerneth me much to give a 
full Anſwer to every” thing, that may be 
urged againiſt my Hb, or the converſe of 
my ſecond Axiom; and my Deſign is ta. 
prevent (as much as in me lieth) all 
Diſputes about them for the future. 
Since all Derruarion, then, ſappoſttly# 
Beginning of the-thing derived, and Genera-. 
tion being one Kind of Derivstiomſ the 
Word Generation implieth a! Bg f 
the Being generated; and inch the Word 
Eternal (when ſpoken withpReference to 
the time poſt) Unibet. Ce 5: gf: Mere- 
fore Eternal Genaruton implicth las direct a 
Contradiction, as: beginiing/eſt * Beginnings 
This is not a . — . 
it. oi ts 
<3 Haviag confideted thoſe FextT of Sctip- 
turez in which a Generation of the Son of 


D 4 God: 


a 

God, price to hie Indarnatiöa, li ſuppoſed 
to be implied: and ſhewa, that no fuch 
thing can be, proved" from them: Having 


alſo ſheven, that Brand Gmain is im _ 
expreſs Contradiction ; I ſhall nom proceed 


to prove, that ri Niliation of the dn of God 
commenced ond "ry" 2 rams by 
— DN $4944: 

Firſt, e 


tatnent, in which the Relation — 5 


and Gon) i Satay A png 

fur . N Wert 
| Secondly, That — 

| of the New Teſtament, which. declare, that 
tho World was — — 

before Our Saviour s Time. 

Thirdly, That in de Nen Teſtament, 
where the Hiſtory of tbe Incarnation is 
rr 
- to, and conſequent of it. 

.  Fourthly, That there aro fone Texts of 
ihe Neve Teſtament, which do, if not ex- 
prefely, yet by undeniable Conſequence, de- 
claxe, that this Relation is faunded _—_ 
Incarnation. 

Fe, Wes Texts. of the o Teſta- 


* 
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8 my God, and the 


Peace - Of the Tnereaſe' of bit Government 


[ow] 
ment, in which the Nelation of Patber and 


Bon is mettioned, oak of Nun future. 74 
2 8AM. vil. 14- & 1 Cuno. ii. 13. 
1 will be rn „ * 
Sem. 
Though theſs Words might be primarily 
ſpoken of another Petſon ; yet, fince the 


7 


Apoſtle hach applied them to Chriſt, (Hun. 


f. 6.) it muſt plainly appear, what his No- 
tion of the Relation was j vis, that it was 
to commence after this Promiſe was made. 
Fs ATM Itxxix. 26, 27. He foalt cry unto 


Salvation : Alſo: I will matt bim 
Zz, gr mw gs us 
Earth. aG 

Iratan vii. 14. Brbold 5 Virgin fl con 
cefor aud bear a Sov. © 
— Ix, 16: Unto as & CH iv drm, 


3; 972 wo ge | 


oo us 2 Sor ir gion, 


fall be aon bis" fomlder:, 


be called Wonderfitl, Conſellor, the © nughty 
God, the everlaſting © Father, the Prince - of 


and Peace there ſhall be no End; pen the 
Throne of Dove, bats et gon =" 
Though 


ys 
— 


8 


[ 42 ] 
Though the firſt Part of this Text ſeems 
to ſpeak; as of an Event, that is paſt; yet 
jt is plain that it alludeth to the Incarna- 
tion, not only on Accbunt of the Words 
unte ur, but alſo of the Words born. and 
given, and the whole Deſeription in the 
latter Part of it. It is common with the 
Prophets to ſpeak of a future Event · as pro- 
ſent, ot even paſt, in Caſes where: there is a 
Promiſe from God, that it certainly ſhall be: 
and. conſidered in this Light, ſuch. Forms 
of Speech ure en, elegant and ſub- 
lime. "1 18 3. 0 N A a xv r 2h 

+ Papi. OY The Lord bat faid un- 

t me, Non art my. Sen, this. day have I be. 
gotten thee—Kiſ the Son, - be be angry, 
e. N wn HN ity HATHA 
Tho gwine Senſe: efatheQath. Forks, 
ſeemeth to be this, I have chit Day decreed, 
tat a San Ithe. Meſſiah] ball be born of 
thy\[David's} Seed. But, be that as it will, 
ſinee it is thrice quoted in the New Teſta- 
ment, and applied to the Aan Cris Jeſus, 
this is ſufficient to N. e to 
of future time." 

I have 8 3 — laſ 
| Places becauſe I have ſomewhat to offer 
again 


| [ 4 33 
againſt the common Interpretation of it. 
I have often wondered how it ſhould come 
to paſs, that all the · Commentators, which 
I have: ever conſulted, ſhould: ynanjmouſly 
underſtand it (not of the Incarnatim, but) 
of the Reſurvrc tion of Chriſi : Perhaps they 
Wore afraid of the Sociniant, Who deny the 
Exiſtence of the San, | before) he:iwas born 
af the Virgin. It is diſagrreahle to me to 
diſſent; (in :the Jaterpretation af Scripture, 
from the many” and the great; but 1 will 
give the Reaſons, , why I de ſo; and let 
the Reader judge of their Validity. 
A. Ahe lieral- Meaning of the Words 
euidently pointeth' at the nen. 13 
ther than at the Neſurrection. 
2. In the Epiſtle to the Hebrews: 4 
LOS Text is quoted by St. 
Paul, it evidently is not applied to the Re- 
ſurrection: The Words are, Chrift glorified 
| not himſelf to be made an high. Prigfh, but He 

| Peer bim, . Thou. art . my tive: thi 
vidur's Prieſthood did, moſt eertainly, com- 

mence before: his Death; becauſe his Life 
was the Sacrifice, Which, as a Prieſt, he : 
__ up. And that the Apoſtle hem 
; Alludeth 


E 

alludeth to be days of bis fleſh, is Uledr from 
the whole Tenour of the Paſſuge . But 
ſuppoſe, that his Prieſthobd had really com- 
menced after his Reſurtection; yet will it 
not follow, that the Words Thou art my 
even in that Caſe, his Generation and Birth 
precede his Entrance into this Office, 46 
well as his Reſutrectiom: The only Diffe- 
rence is, chat the Neſurrection woldd n. 
S N % 


mediately preeed We] 
3. The [Paſſage in Ae re xili. — 0 


Text is quoted again, (v. 33.) doth not re- 
— — 
but, if tightly conſidered, of the Iucatna- 
tion. Y Promi, "which wat mad unn 
the Patheys, God hath' fulfilled the ſame unto 
us their Children," in tbut he Bath "raiſed wh 
Jef, f not raid up" Joh" againy Gr. 
draqyons Inner having rat up Fefe. A. 

i is al written in the: frond Palm," Thou 
art my Son, this dy lau I begotten thee. 
Now, it muſt depend entirely upom the 
Prorniſe, in what ſenſe this #ajſng up i540 


n And, * look back to the 24d 
Tt | Verſe, 


1 
7 Henk Hed He ng 


| —— reed ant dre 4. 
wieur Fees. Further, the Words, unte is 
their Children, in my opinion, plainly thew, 
that this 33d Verſe is meant of the Incar- 
nation; for Cbril was raiſed up from the 
dead for the Juſtification of all Men, who 
ſhould believe in him, both Jews and 
Gentiles 5 not of the Jews (the Children of 
the Fathers) excluſive of all others; where- 
as in reſpet of his carnation, he was 
raiſed up of the Stock of Abrevamy and, 
in the days of his fleſh, converſed with the 
Jeu only. (564 ATOM. $5498) gains 
rection, why doth St. nn 
very next Verſe, And as concerning that be 
raiſed bim up from the dead, n no more to 
return to Gorruption, &. 7 What Occaſion 
was there for the Words from ebe dead, if 
he had immediately before been. ſpeaking” 
of the Reſurrection; and if it were not to 
diſtinguiſh this raiſing up from the other 
before- mentioned ? Beſides, it appears from 
the Words And as canrerming, that the 
Apoſtle 


188 
, 


AF 
poſtle there paſſeth to à different Subject. 
Mored ver, if the 33d Verſe 1 
Reſurrection, it is plaitily ſuperfluous ; be- 
cauſe the next Verſe, which ſpeaketh of 4 
Reſurrection no more to retum to Corruption 
includeth it; and it is not likely, that St. 
Paul ſhould mention a fimple Reſurrection, 
diſtinct from a Reſurrection no mbre t fe- 
turn to Corriprum, eſpecially in fo mort "s 
Diſtourſe. But ſet us attend a little to 
the Ap6ftle's' Argument in this Place. 

He had before giver! bis Audience an Ac- 


A 


count of Our Saviour; ;*ind'Proved'ts theni, 
from the Teſtimony of John 7he Baprif. 


(v. 24, 25.) that he was the Chi i. e. 
the Son of God, or Nb promiſed to the 
Fathers]; then fat b. 30, 31.) he proved 


his Reſurtection to them, by appealing to 


the Teſtimony of living Witneſſes: At the 
zad Verſe he beginneth to ſhew, that theſe” 
things were foretold, and promiſed by God, 
in the Scriptures ; and "accordingly, the 
Promiſe of a Cbriſt is mentioned by him in 
the 33d, and the - Promiſe of his Reſur- 
rection in the 34th & 3 th Verſes: At the 
38th he taeitly joĩneth together the Teſti- 
monies" und the Promiſes, and thente draws 
this 


| 


| 
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very — — p 75 Sins, 
Now, if the 33d Verſe be not meant of che 
Incarnation, there is wanting a Promiſe of 
Seriptute 6. anſwer to the Teſtimony of 
Fobn the Bapriſ, as the Promiſes of the 
Ræſurrection, in the 34th & 35th Verſes, 
do to the Teſtimony. of the living Wit- 
neſſes. I have nothing more to add con- 
cerning this Paſſage, than to ſhew, that 
the Word arcyoas (there tranſlated raiſed 
ap qg¹ν¹άẽ—- vi from the dead) hath not ne- 
ceſſarily that Signification;aunleſs joined with 
on »92pwry Or the like. The: Werd is uſed 
in the LMX. Tranſiatiem af che Old Teſta- 
ment, JaR. iii. 3. where it is ſaid, I wi 
raiſe. unto. Druid a. righteous | Branch z alſo 
in; the . Verſe, _—— will" ſet. up 
8. And raiſe up Seed, to r Brathir. Again, 
1 Cn vi- 11. A. ai ap thy 
| [David's]. Seed after: tbea nbich ſhall be of 
thy Sont, and I. will efiabli/h. his: Kingdom ; 
And 1 SAM» Bl. 35. T. 01, rae. mne up 4 
faithful. .Prigf.1. Alſo in the; New. Teſta- 
ment, Marr. xxii. 24% And raiſe up Seed 


"> 4 5 (the. parallel, we. 
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3 0. rr 
to tbe Rigſb, be would rage up Chrift to fit on. 
his Throne ; And, to name no more, Acre 
ii. 22. and-AcT$; vii. 37. 1 Prophet ſhall ' 
the, Lord your God raiſe ap ums you of your = 
Brethren, tike unto me, It is plain from ſe- 
veral of theſe Quotations, that the Word 
is often uſed for a rafing up of Szzp..- 
4. In the &rſt Chapter of the Epiſtle to 
the Hebrews, where the Text is quoted 
again, it is not applied to the Reſurrection x 
for there it is introduced as follows, Ci 
being made ſo much better than the Angels,” as 
he hath by Inheritance {Birthright] obtamed 
a more excellent Names than they, (and what 
Name can that be, but Son of God?) For to - 
wobich of the Angels ſaid be u any time, Thou 
art my Sow, this day bave I begotten thee Þ 
But, that Our Saviour had this Name; and 
aſſumed it to himſelf, . whilſt he was here 
on Earth, is moſt certain; therefore the 
Text is not in this place applied to the 
Reſurrection. It is granted, that Hu hin- 
little lier then the' Angels; but his Name 
ten then more excellent than theirs ; 
which 
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which is all, that the Apoſtle .contendeth 
for at that time; and ſays, that He is now. 
advanced inte a State fuitable to that Name 
far above the Angels; Hing MADE /o.muc 
better than the Angels, ar he hath by Inheri- 
1 Wome, a | more eulen 

Name then. they. | 
For theſe Ranks, I cannot © ales with 
e when they apply this Text to 
the RefurreF;on of Chriſt, which ſeemeth 
to me to be a Prophecy of his Incarnation, 
But even if it were really to be underſtood 
of the ReſurreQion is all the three Paſſages, | 
where it is quoted; we ought not, ſurely, 
from thence to infer, that Ou Sabiour was 
the Son'ef Ged by Virtue off bis Refurrettion-: 
At the moſt-ſuch Filiation can be but figu- 
rative, not real. I ſhall not deny, that 
in a rhetorieal and leſs ſtrict way of ſpeak- 
ing, the Reſurrection may be elegantiy | 
enough ſtiled a Fikationz not only as it was 
a Reſtoration to Life, but alſo as by that 
Act he was acknowledged by God for his 
Son, in whom he was well pleaſed, and 
thereupon advanced to Power and Majeſty. ; 
according to that of St: Paul, (Rom. i. 3, 
44). Who was made mow Seed of David ac- 
I 


$1 
cording to the Fig, (i. e. on the Mother' 
Side] and DzCLazzD' fo l the Son of Gull 


with Power, according to the Spirit Fa. 
ne [i. e. on the Father's _—_ by* . 
Jarrethon from the du.. 

I know of no other Texts of dell vn 

tament which mention the Relation, be- 
Hides theſe I have quoted: For as to that 
of Dax. iii. 25. ſpoken by Nebuchaduezzar 
{an Heathen), it may be difficult to know, 
what he meant by it; but, undoubtedly, 
he meant no ſuch thing, as we are now con- 
| fidering. And Prov. xxx. 4. may, perhaps, 
be thought to allude to this Relation; but 
the obvious Senſe of it is, Who i. e. what 
Man] hath aſcended up into Heaven, &. 
What is his Name, , het i is Sus 
"Name ? ; 
Secondly, There are feveral Texts of 
| the New Teſtament, in which it is de- 
clared, that the World was ighorant -of 
this Relation, before Our Saviour's Time. 

Marr. xi. 27. No Man knoweth the Son 
bur the Father, neither knoweth any Man the 
Father ſave the Son, and he to v eee 


the Son will hhex af him. | 
. Du 


5 51 1 
Loks x. 22. No man knoweth 'who' the 


Son is but the Father, and who the Father & - 
Out the Son; and ne, will re 
veal bds. | 
Jon i. 18. No man bath feen 1 
time, the only-begotten Son, lieb is in the 
Bam of the Father, He hath declared bim. 
How ſhall we make both Senſe and 
Truth of theſe” Texts, without ſuppoſing 
them to ſpeak of the Relation? Was there 
not one Man in the World, who could be 
ſaid to bnow God? And was God never de» 
clared to the World, before his Son de- 
dlared him ? Surely, it will not be ſaid. 
There was, indeed; no man, who had ſees 
God at any time ; neither was there any man, 
who had fulflled his l, no not one: But 
neither of theſe can be meant here; becauſe 
Our Saviour, in the two former Texts, hath 
excepted thoſe, to tobom the Son will reveal 
Him; and in the latter he is ſaid to be al- 
ready declared by the Son, Whereas, ac- 
cording to the former way of knowing 
God, he is not yer declared; and, according 
to either of then, thoſe Men ought not to 
be cepted, to whom he hath been re- 


veaked by the Son, Neither, by knowing 
2 E 2 the 


—— ———ʒ—ñ——xñxñx—ů ĩů˙ů——————˙1«ñt! 
- 


Te F 


rhe Futber, can be meant the knowing. ue; 
Mill; Eecauſe' the ſecond: of theſe Texts 
| hath confined that Knowledge to the Per- 
ſen, not to the Wd of the Father, ſknow- 
eth ue the Father is]; And the third, on 
this Suppoſition, was not true, at the time 
it was ſpoken; for the Ba ptiſt ſays, that the 

Son hath declared him; whereas, the Son 
bad then but lately begun his Miniſtry; 
and there were many Parts of the Father's 
Will revealed, even after the Death of the 
Baptiſt. But if we ſuppoſe theſe Texts to 
ſpeak of the "Relation, and to mean, that 
God had not been declared to the World 
As A FATHER, but by the Son, then the 
whole is true, conſiſtent, and intelligible. 
Again, Did no man know Feſus ? Yes cer- 
tainly : But no man knew him to'be the 
Son of God, but thoſe to whom he revealed 


| it: 80 likewiſe, no man 'knew, that God 


was the | Father of that Son, but thoſe to 

whom he revealed it. | 
Joun viit. 19. Ye neither know Me nor my 

Father. 

= xvi. z. Theſe hen WA thay do unto 

you, becauſe 47 have not known the Father 

nor FE: * | 

— XY. 
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n "26; 0 net Urge 46p,” te 
hee not known thee. ' * 10 209991095 
be, 36! De thou"belitit bit he 
* of God ?—Who is be, Lord? V 
If this Man had ever heard of a Son of 
God begotten before the Worlds, he would 
bot have aſked, he I be? © WIA 
I might produce many more Texts ander | 
this Head, but theſe, I think, are ſufficient 
to ſhew, that the World was ignorant of 
the Relation, before the Days df Our Sa. 
2 And this Ig norance affbldeth 4 
ſtrong Preſumption, that it did not exift be- | 

fore oneself But it riſeth from a! 
| Preſumption to.a Proof, if Out Savidar, W 
ſaying No man knoweth the Father but the 
Son, und the Son but the "Father; meant, 
| (what he may be very naturally lub öden to to 
mean) chat it was impoſſible 70 Rio "Hem 
without a Revelation from the Fun; Vir. bed 
cauſe the Relation began to exiſt but "ſew 
Years before, and long ſince the laſt Reve- 
lation of God by the Mouth of any of his 
Prophets, | * r d data 
Thirdly, In the New Teſtamentz Where 
the 28 of the Tncarbatign is gen, thb 
K bv Flliation - 


of the Higheſt. 


than, what this. Text affords, that Out da- 


[0 


Fhiation is ſaid to be ſubſequent a 1 
conſequent MEE nA $3 


Luxx i. 32, He $ALL be cad Sox 


. 4 
* 
. 


See 


| thee, and the Pomer of the Higheſt ſhall over» 


ſhadow tler; THEREFORE 4% that” holy. 
Thing, which fall. be er of thine Wy 
Res dan or Gop. BY 
. He: fl be called 
the Sox of God; viz, becauſe: the Power of 
the Higheſt ſhall beget him on thy Body. 
There can ſcarce be a ſtronger Proof, 


viour was the Son of God r N 


| EB only 


Laſtly, There are me Texts of aha 
New Teſtament, which.do, if not expreſs- 
ly, yet by undeniable Conſequence, declare, 
that the Relation i is nde in the . : 


* nation. 


Hs, 22 FO 3 he bed by 


| bimfelf purged our Sins,. fat down on the right 


hand of the Majefly on. high: Being made ſo 
much. better than the Angels, as be both by 
Inheritance obtgined 4 more excellent Name 


; than they. For W of the Angels 47 | 


— 


ts} 
have I begotten thee? And again, I will be. 
to him e 00 be ſhall. le t . 4 
EI 
Nou, Wide Reiche ba nos folded 1 
the Incarnation, hat can poſſihly he meant 
by Our Savicur's obtaining the. Name of San 
/ Gad by Inheritance, conſiſtently with the; 
reſt of the Text? Certain it id, that this 
Name was obtained before his Reſurrection; 
and, that it was not obtained: from all Eter - 
nity, (which, indeed; would be a Contra- 
diction to afſirm) nor even before the 
World, but ſince the time of David, is 
clear from the latter Part of the fifth Verſe, 


Twix e te bin 4 FATHER, and He SHALL: 


be to: me a SON. What other time then can 
be futed for his obtaining it, but the time 
of his Incarnation ? And, if he abtained it 
then, it is certain, that He had it not before, 
and that the rar; tay * . 
n,jjLl . 
Moreover, the ahh Paſſage implies, 
that he obtained the Name of Som of Gd. 
BEFORE he was made better than the 
Angels; which is not true, if he had that 


Nuame before his Incarnation ;, fot he dl : 
65,68 E 4 ways 


1 36 


Boy ways was honey to the Angels befare that 


time. , Eu. N t WN L . 


: gene ti. EY e Hie but. be 


that denieth, that Yefus is the Chrift ? Heu 


Antichrift that” diniarb the Fal ber and. the 

Son." Whoſorver ' denizth ''the. San, the Jame 

hath et a al . r. i. e. denicth cl 

ther.“ Nhe 7” K RIDA pedo) wh ho 

„At is Tr Ws this Text Jpeaketl toe 
af the Perſons of the Father and Son, but 

with Reſpect to their Relation; for other- 


wife it would contain a: Falſchood. Surely, 
every one that denieth, that Jgſus it the. 


Cbriſt is not an Athieft; or even a Deęnier of 


the true God. But if it be ſuppoſed to 


— 


ſpeak of the Relation only, then the whale 
is true; becauſe the Relathm and Carrelatum 


mult neceſſarily be both acknowledged. or 


both denied. The undeniable Conſequence 
is, that rhe Relation ii faunded in the Incar- 


* 


nation z for Our Saviour: was nat. CurIsT,. | 


but by Virtue of his Incarnation, and con- 
ſequently, not a Sox; becauſe to deny 
him to be Chrif, is to deny him to be the 
Sen, and alſo to deny the Fatbe. 
1 Joh iv. 2, 3. Every Spirit, thatis con- 
. =o * Jeſus ci. is come in thi 1 


| [ 37 1 
is of Gad. And woery Spinity aber confaſſath 
nat, that Igls Cùrj i come in tber Fleſh, 


22 Cod Aud cbt is r | 
„ Faw 011 þ vr = Ao” 
pare this Text with 7 and ãt 


will appear, that 1059/6 denieth, that, Fefus 
Chriſt is come in the Fleſh, demieti nat only the 
Son, but. the Father ; conſequently the Re- 
lation is founded in the Incarnation, and 
inſeparable from it. 
2 Jong Many deceivers ar- entered 
into the World, who confeſs nt, that 'Yeſas 
Chris is, come in ithe Hb. This A. De- 
ceivers,and an Anticrift:=—Whoſaever tranfe. 
_ greſſeth, and abideth not in the Doctrine of 
Cunts r, hath not Gop: He that abidetb in 
the: Doctrine of Cunis 7, Be hath: Sabat 
FarRRRN and tbe Son. 
Ftom this Text, Nied ne 
or in Conjunction with the two laſt, it is 
(I think) as clear as the. Light, that the 
* is founded entirely in the Incars.. 
| Which was to be determined. 
3 Texts, which © the 
famething.: are theſe. ANG RAY 
Jonx v a6, 27. The Father. bathigizes 
| 10 ihe unte baus Lyfe. in bimfelf li. 1 


| Hair of God, an joint Here oth d 


1811 


ante — that Sele Raihenct Was gruss] 
aud be path. given . Authority: to u ,,. 


S 9.th 


Dit Genn | 
yr — 3 4. 8 
m Dag dec e the e, [on the 


Mother's Side] and declared to be the Sn r 


God—avcording "to tht Spirit of Ae fen 


the Father's Side]. esel 


Non. viii. 3. Gul e . is 


th kbenefs- of fpoful hh.” r 


— 217 1 hes" des, | 


© Cav iv, + Gul Pre rh bi or madef 
4 Hogan © POLES SLE, 

HB. i. 'B, 9. But the — 
therefore God, even thy God: hath' anointed 


nee Pale {above other Men.] 


MATT. xvi. 15, 16. Whom fay ye, that 
rr _ the . 


Je 18, 19. . ves, 04, to lil 
him, -bectnife—be-—faid—that God was bis 


| Father, making himſelf eqiudl with God [i. e. 


becauſe he being a Man, made hiniſclf God. 


dee Join x. 33.) Then onfwered eſte, ant 
n = 


foil inte them, Verity: verily I Jaye unte pe. 
r 


No thia is no Anfwer to the Accuſntiou 


of the Jews, if the Sonſhip be no#Totnded: 
in the Intarnation. Inny vo” i ont 


Beſides theſe, chere are 4 Mulde of | 


Texts, in which g is oallacꝭ the gon of 
God: But, as he is allowed un Il hands t 
be the Son af God fiance hiv Inbarhstien, 
they are not to the Purpoſe. Yet I might 
with as good à Grice produce them, to 

ſhew;: that he is no other wiſ the! San of God, 
than as he is alſo the Sir , M as: D 
Clarke hat done to ſhew, that he is de- 
rived. from nth nc me en 
ey with hi, the the whale Tenowr.of 
Scripture is in, my Favour. Thet Avthor 
bath produced but two Texts, in fanour of 


that Derivation, (vie. Cor. i. 15. and R Y. 


ii, 14% which can, with any Shew-of Pro- 
dability, be ſuppoſed ty. ſpeak of Our da- 
vious. before bis Incarnetion; ank it is by 
no means certain that theſe are to be ſq 
underſtood: But, be that 2s it will, they 
e be called Prog; becauſe it de- 


8 


Be firtlh that then oof bfr N W 


— 
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A pefſterts entirely or the Cbutrelon uf the 
5 Words 1 paroroces and dN Kas ſignifying 
born firſt and beginning or firſt in Order 
which is at the beſt very doubtful) whether 
they ſhall prove a Derĩvation or not; and 
moreover, if we grant that Author- this 
Conſtruction, they will prove too much; 
not oily «Derivation; but 1 Creation. One 
es ali, Runde would have bern worth 
| thouſand uch Proof as theſe, 7 57 1 


»S$-2 lep ot o: ton 21g vort 

© racy COAO ee 
If then? the Relation be founded in the: 
Incarnation; it will follow, that the Ap- 
pellations Son of Gad, Son of Man, (in the 
Senſe in which Our Saviour uſed it) | Foſter, 
Maftab, Cbrift, Lanb'of God, T Onde 
gotten, Nie Heir, The Fuf-born, He that 
ſhould tome; &cc. are ſo far ſynonymous, that 
they all relate to Our Saviour (not a GD 
but) as Gop-Mau, And I will venture 
to pronounce, that any unprejudiced Per- 
fon of tolerable” Judgment; who ſhall read 
over the New Teſtament with this Notion 


in his Mind; will ſes far greater Propriety, 


and Blauer, in N 24 oo of it; than, 
EL . - perhaps, 
x 6 


[ 61 J 
perhaps, he. eee EAN 
Gaplec: 2 207% e Ad n 
m are ue Ae be Meet the 
Sox, rather than in the Name f the Wond7 
Now one, who doth not make a Diſtinction. | 
would anſwer, that it is the fame: | 
ſince the ſecond Perſon of the Trinity ia, 


in Seripture, ſtiled The Nur, or The Sox, 


indifferently. . But this is a fundamental 


Miſtake z for though there be ſome. In» - 


ſtances of his being ſtiled The Word, fince 
his Incarnation, .yet: He is never ſtrictly 
(and. without a figure) ſtiled The San, before. 
And we: are baptized in the Name of the 
Son, as thereby profeſſing to believe in the 
Mord at aur Redeemer, . viz. in the | Word 
made Fig; but, had we been baptiged 
ſimply in the Name of the Mord. this Faith 
would not have been expreſſed in the 
Form: Nor is it expreſſed by thoſe, who 
believe, that the Sonſhip exiſted before the 
Incarnation; for that is, in Effect, to ſup- 
poſe, that we. are baptized ſunply in the 
Name of the Ford. For the very: ſame 
Reaſon, we are baptized in the Name of 
the Father; as profeſſing our Belief of his 
begetting the Son (i. e. his ending tbe Sen 

int9 


* 81 
our Sins: And in * Name 1 54 
* Ghoſh, as dur · Oonifurter and Sanctiſier, Who 
dame \to us: in\Confequence of the Propitiation 
made by the Sox. 80 that, to believe in 
the Father; is to | believe; that God hath 
lent forth a Son made of a Woman; to be · 
lieve in the Son, 8 to believe that the God- 
Man Iglu \Crift.is that. _ — in 
hath made ebene for ond Bins, and 
that in Conſequence. thereof, the Grace of 
the Spirit is .conferred on every Chriſtian, 
in his Baptiſm, to be his Guide unto Death; 
and fo the natural Incapacity of obeying 
the Will of God {contracted by the Fall of 
8 n 
. Nituted ee viz. bernd, 
at that time, their was neither Father, Son, 
nor Holy Ghoſt (in the Senſe in which we 
are - baptized into their Names) ; for that 
God was not a Father, nor 22 
till the time of | Chriſt's Incarnation, is 

proved in this Propoſition; and that his 


Holy Spirit was not given, till after the 
Son's Aſcenſion, is clear from Jonx vii. 39. 
n I 


- UM I 

I could ceafily produce more -Bxanples:; 
but 1 had rather appeal to the Reader's 
own judgment and Taſte, whilſt he is 
teading iche New Teſtament; that I may 
not ſtem to unge any thing in this Contro- 
verſy, which others may, perhaps, think to 
be nothing to my Purpoſe. For the ſame 
Reaſon, I have omitted ſome ſingle Texts, 
vrhich I think to be in my Favour... But 
fure I am, that I have not wilfully omitted 
any, which even but ſeem to favour the 
contrary Opinion: And will here produce 
the only Objection, I can think of, which 
can be-reaſonably brought againſt me. It 
is this; © If the Relation be founded in the 
* Incarnation, then the Perſon of the Holy 
«* Ghoſt; and not the Perſon of the Father, 

« ought to be the Father of the Sem; becauſe - 
both St. Matthew and St. Lake inform us, 
_ * that the Holy Ghoſt was the Agent, by 
+ which tbat Generation \of the Son was 


effected; And, agreeably thereto, St. Paul 1 


ſtiloth Crit Te Son of Gel accarding to 
1 Rox. i. 4. 

| This Objeftion ſeemeth-to be of Weight, 
| But when it is conſidered, . that the Holy 


er 2 Perſon in the diyine 
's Nature, 


Nature, «(as will hercafter be proved) ind 
that he is called on this very Occafioh Tur 
Power if ube Hicnzsr z and that, what | 
ſoevet God doeth, be may de faid- to do, 
and ey b by his yg it will 
intrinflk: Weight; which; at-firſt-Sight, it 
may ſeem to have. At the worſt, this 
ching is but above Reaſon, nöt chf it; 
as win more fully appear from the General 
Corollary following the ſeventh Propoſition: 
And when the Reader ſhall have attentively 


— = 


rr, 8 ——— — — — — — — 
— = In 4 4 — r — — 
- n : 
: * 75 
% 


- 


| 
10 
ty 
+ 
" 
! 
to 
= - 
70 
„ 


0 perufed that Corollary, I beg, that he would 

| | by this e and Anſwer * 3 

N A Aena ay 54 . = 

il Sy, 10 PR O P. III. anita!“ 

| "This the FaTHER' e 
1 "PI d not ſtay long to prove, what no 

| one will deny: The hg on n will 

il be tet 

| Rob w. b. C) Gov, even the re- 

'y ther of our- Lord Jeſus Chrift, 

un — XVi. 20. According tothe Command 

1 ment of the everlaſting God.” merge 

2 Peter i. 17. He received from God the 
Father Honour and Glory. A che 

. It is s almoſt needleſs to e after | 


. 65, J. 
what. hath, been ſaid under the foregoing 
Bropuktion) that the Appellation FaTuza. 
Gn, the Senſe wherein it is uſually under- 
ſtood, viz. The Father of the only · begotten 
Sen). doth. not relate, to the Nature of this. 
Ferſon, but to, his Office, in the Work of 
| Man's Redemption. The Reaſon is plain; 
bis Paternity had a Beginning, by the Lem- 
ma before the laſt Propoſition; and began 
4 the t time of eee of Chry/t by 


r KO P. 71. 
bar the Worp 7 i under ved. ; 


4 . The Son of God, before bis Incarnation, 
is in Scripture ſtiled The Mord, or The Ward 
. of Gad: Not that this Name is the only 
one, but it is by this, that, be is moſt fre- 
quently called. He is alſo tiled The Lyfe, 
and The Word of tit, but by no Name, 
that I can find, which neceſſarily implieth | 
a Derruation of Being; for, that the Name 
of Son did not belong to him before his In- 


cKeuarnation, was ſhewn under the 2d Propo- 


ſition. We cannot therefore eonclude from 
his Name, that his Perſon. was deriped; 
neither, indeed, can we conclude from Rea- 

4 -- on 


6] 


6 only; Mit he bt pre; 5 thie this 
Point maſt be determined by what the 
rures ſay of Him. Now, if they 
affirm, that he is either God or ETzknAL, 
we muſt of Neceflity conclude, that He is 
alſo unDERIVED; it being irratlonal to 
arm af any Being, that it is either of the 
two former, and not the latter, by the 
2d Cor. to the Axioms, and Cor. to Prop. I. 
But it ſo happens, that the Holy Scriptures 
expreſsly affirm ALL theſe _ of the 
Worp. r a gy 

Firſt, They affirm that he is Gon- 

Jonx i. 1. The Word was God. | 

Dr. Clarke obſerveth upon s Text, 
That the Manner of the "tn Big EX= 
« prefling himſelf is very remarkable, He 
does not fay Oc #5 Is God; but Ocos 5s 
t Was God. ' 'I make the fame Obſervation, 
25 draw a very different Concluſion from 

That Author hath inferred from it, 

That Hz wai NOT God! but only in the 
Form of God; and what he means, by le- 
ing in the Form of God, is One deputed ro re- 
preſent Gad. My Inference is, That he war 
very God, until the time of bir Incarnation, 
; when he empried himſelf, (Putty: ii. 7.) 


„ 
and. f04h, upon. bun ihe, Form of 4 Servant :. 
And although, when the, Evangeliſt, wrote, 

He were, indeed, exalted to the right hand 

of. Goqʒ yet being ſtill. inveſted with his 

bumon, Nature, he could not be aid, in re- 
ſpeck af his. whole,.Perſen,.. (Ged and Man) 
to be by Nature the fue Gad: And for. 
this Neaſan, probably, the Evangeliſt wrete 
not I G And, if this really were bis 

Reaſon, his ſaying. that che Wor d was God 

is —  A—— chat de 

was (before his lycarnation) a Perſon. in the 
ſupreme Gad Rut, after all, ſuppoſe it kad 
been I God: Did Pr. Clarke duk that 

e been a better Proof of 

the Divinity of the Hord than Was, Ged? In 
my humble Opinion, it would not have 
been ſo good. For the, Adverſary; might 

hae fad, The, Monner . of the Enangelifts. 
exprefing himſelf is, veny remarkables, he, dats 
not ſay. Os 3v Mas God, but. O gn L Gad 
Fram whence it is very plain that there was @ 
time, when be was not Gad: and that He is. 

2 Deus factus ; for: otherwiſe what reaſon can 
be given, why the Evangelift ſbould. in the, 
Same Sentence, change the Tenſe fram, the paſt 
7 the 1. To thoſe, who are reſolved 

8 F 2 | —_ 


1 6 1 
to make the Seriptures ſpeak their own 
Senſe, it is very immaterial, whether it be 
or Was. And 1 make no doubt, but there 
are ſome, Who would not admit this Texe) _ 
for a Proof of the Divinity of the Word, 
even Kir bad been Was r fe 1 
now,” an ever ſhall by God. © SEATS nr! 
Put rr. Ii. 5, 6,7. Darth red Min 
be in you, which "was alfo ir Chrift Yeſus, "who 
[befort bit Incarnariun] being in the Form of 
God, yet did not covet to be honoured as God + 


But Footed bimfel [of that Glory, That Form 


of God, which "be before Peſo} wh" real. 
- upon! him the Form of a Servant. © hy 


I have here quoted Dr. Clarke's Tranſla- 
tion of this Text; it being (1 think) 
as much to my Purpoſe, as that in 
our Bibles; becaùſe 1 do not fee the Humi- 
lity of not coveting an Honour, which is 
not one's Due: And if Our Saviour had not 
then @ RI6uT' 70 be honoured as God, his 
not coveting that Honour had no Humility in 

it. Though this Argument be plain enough 
to ſpeak for itſelf; yet I am glad, that I 
can, if need be, produce ſo great an Autho- 
rity in Support of it, as Bp. Sherlock. / 
_ Hes. "Ut. 4. "iy 160 Oil all things i is Ged 
1 Tin, 
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, Tun: di. 16. G was many in the 
N. Mi 844-235... 2b. £3332 9h 

Lor is 16, 17. — the Children of 
Ifraet ſhall he [Joux] turn to eue 
eee 4. Jork “ 

Beſide theſe: Texts, there eee in 
Which the Word is- ſtiled G ſince his In- 
carnation : But thoſe I ſhall-omit; it being 
ſufficient ta have ſhe vn, that the. Seriptures 
affirm of him, e eee 


| Time. N "v6; BY «$ 4 114 +4 
| Secondly, The Segen aff thy the 
Word was Brernal.. 


Joux i 1. In ther Beginning des dle Ward | 
ſi. e. He eder wat] às the Text is common- 
ly (and, 1 think, rightly) interpreted. For 
when St. Joux, in the next Verſe, ſays, 
The' fame was inthe Beginning with Gad, what 
other: genſe can theſe Words contey, than 
this, The ſame was catternal with G 
gon 2 ThecLyferwas manyfefted,. a 
we be feen it, and het unte your I bat 
Eternal Liſe, wobich wat with: the Patber, 
and as manifeſted unto us. © x 

v. 207 Ts: 18 "the zr Gad / | 


Eternal” Lyfe. lor. Orrs de d ee Od: 
57 5 ee. Thie U 


1 


11 


| the eternal Life, Ot, Thu is the uu God 
even the eternal Life.] See the laſt Te 
Rer. + m4 * i. 13. ne, 
and be . voy | Pell Yeo) 1 *. N 
Thus the. holy: Super ey de- 5 
claje che Word to be Fad, and alſo RRR,Hjỹ 
and therefore we need not be ſurpriſed if we 
nnd, that they alſb neden 
3 Conſequence. of wither of then,) 
Thirdiy. That the Word ia un derived. 
_ Hes. vii. 2, 3. Melehiſedec firſt bemy 5 
 dnterpretation King of Righteouſughand Her 
_ that alſo King of Salem,\whieh\ i ing of 
Paare; Without Father," without Mather, 
without Deſcent, having" neither Begining of 
Days, .nor "End , Lit, ' but mad ihe amt 
the Bon of God, abideth a'Prieft contemualiy.' 
It is, undoubtedly; the Apoſtle's Deſign, 
in this Place, to draw 4 Parallel between 
Melchifeder and Te Mund. as far as be could | 
do it in any (though in a different) gᷣehſe of 
the Words. So that, becauſe: in che Book of 
— Genafis there is no,, ok ne 
— dae N a eus ben 
* JsAAAx . l. & Acrs vi 33. ebe dle, 
by ea] eg vis, 8 
{this Text ipto my 8 
0 4 05 


* | 2 
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Father; or. Mother, ur Pedigrees or Birth; _ 


or Death, he compares him to the Son of 


God. who (before his Incarnation) really 


had np Father, nor: Mor ber, nor Deſpent ; tio? 
Beginning of Days,; nor willy for the future, 
have any End of. Lit. 
Fqraſmuch as the Mord is here faid ta be 
without Father; this Text overthroweth 40 
the very foundation the Doctrine of Eternal 
Genergtion, or of any Generation prior to 
the, Incarnation Indeed, had it only been 


alone would have been abundantly. ſufſi:- 


cient, as implying the other. And, ber 
cauſe He is called the Sox of God, and, at 
the ſame. time, ſaid to be without - Father; 
this ſhews-that the Appellation Son is to be 
taken prolepticelly (at leaſt in roſpect of all 
the Particulars, except the laſt) ; and the 
Paſſage affordeth a ſtrong additional Proof 
(of, what was proved in the ſecond Propo- 
\fition). That the Mord became the Sou of 


God: by. Virtue of his Iacarnation-only.- - > 


Bat here 1. foreſee, that I. ſhall have an 
\Qbjcion to Anſwer: It will; probably, be 
ſuid, That I have interpreted this: Text 
E by the 


F 4 Words, 


= 
— — —  -——_—_ * 


_ — — — — — — — 


= . 72 ] 
- « Words without” Father, | without" Mathers 
0 * roithout Deſcent, only meant to ſay, that 
© *. Chriſt was not a Prieſt according to the 
„Law (or of the Order of Aaron) but, 
like Melchiſedec, n _ 4 
© neage and Order. 
It is very far from „ ine! to me, 
that! this is amy part of the Apoſtle's Mean- 
ing; for he ſeemeth to be here ſpeaking 
only of the Dignity and Dram of the 
Mord: Not to mention, how exceſſively 
inelegant it would have been, to thruſt in a 
Denial of Chriſt's Deſcent from Teui be- 
twixt two ſuch Particulars, as Ning of 
Righteouſneſs and Peace, and Having _ 
Beginning 'of Days, nor End of Life. 
however that may be, I deny, that 8 
all the Apoſtle's Meaning, and prove, that 
what he here faith, is to be underſtood 
 fiterally of the Wc: uy the OG 
Arguments. 
e eee — 
one of the five Particulars (without Father — 
without Mother — 20itbout Deſcent—- Having 
_ - peitber Begmning of Days—nor End of Life) 
is ſtrictly and literally true of Melchyſedee, 
| be you except 2 third, by * : 
* ths 


why not the three firſt? There is not one 


„ 7 73 I 
dhe — lye Sari, — 
aſſigned, why che Apoſtle ſhould-frkin/ths | 
Truth in reſpect of Melchyeder, but for the 
fake of ſpeaking ricky and literally true of 

the Word. 3 20% e enen Hob 15 
. The two laſt Particulars muſt be al 
lowed to- be literally true of the "Ward, 
though not of Melchifedec-;1 and therefore, 


of thoſe three, which doth —— 
I a egg A zieh tor vnittcht 

3. If the Apoſtle's Meaning e 
this; "That Chriſt was"a' Prigft of 'a different 
Lineage and Order from thoſe of tb Law, 
he had no Octafion: to have ſtrained the 
Truth at all; for he might have ſaid, (as 
indeed he actually hath ſaid at v. 6.) that 
Melcbiſedec s Deſcent is not counted ſrum Levi; 
then his Words would have been literally 
true both of Melchiſedec and Cbriſt, and the 
Parallel between preferved entire, 1 1 
Vines offered to Truth. | 

4. The Apoſtle had before _ 0 
Hebrews, (c. v. v. 11.) That he had many 
things to ſay of Melchiſedec, and bard to be 
Wired (Gr. cs ends difficult interpro- 
tation, 


\ 


[mJ 


undexſtand] forcing they tocre dull of hearing 3 
which: is a plain Declaration,. that ſoche 
things, which he was going to ſay of Mele ' 
chiſedec, were not to be underſtood literal» 
ly. of Him; and-accordingly, be beginoeth, 
Melehifadec —By  Interyretetion, bc. But if 
his Meaning be any What the Objection 
aſſerteth, where ſhall: we find any thing 
bard. ro be uttered? For my part, I can fee 
nothing of this Kind in his whole Diſcourſe 
pon -Melchyfedec; if that be the Caſe : His 
Words,. indeed, ate hard enough to be . 
zerpreted of Melchiſedee, take them which 
way yon will but, hen his Meaning 
would not have been hard ta he uttered, 
it is very ſtrange, that he ſhould chooſe a 
more obſcure, and ſcarce proper, way of 
expreſſing it, when a very plain and proper 
one was at hands wry 0 yrs for 
ciple: 

_ mort, if g e had — to 
carry the Parallel between Malchifedee and 
the org no further than what is ſaid in 
the PAI be might have done . 
Words, 


1 93s 1] 
wordd;: which would! have been Literally | 
true of borbe Dat intending to carry ũt fun- 
ther;i hem wns-forced) to ſtmin te Truth in 

reſp eg of the Hy, chat he might ſpeak 
Feray tue of *the\ yore bot if he 
Have'\nop ſpoken literally true of Hitbæn he 
hath ſtuained the Truth to no manber uf 
pobpole, bot that of miileading the Hull 
Nope to whom he ft,ft e 
e be adjeRed; That the N pode an 
there ulude 1o:Chrjs Lineage accottig 
to the Fleſh, becauſe he fam that He 


Ah without, Mathir, us Well i anowith- 


A Racharg (end therefore ſaid tor be 
*-without-Father-wnd Mother, becauie.not 
dn either Side deſcended: «frond Levi); 


* whereas, had he! heen ſpeaking af the 
« Tardbetorehis Incarvation, he had no Oe. 


fe n is ſuppoſed to have chern gur. 


Tay, if this be ohjected, it may be. Tylfhe = 
cent to anſwer; That St. Pau had, in all - 
. no Notion of a Generation 
bout 50h Titer and Mother. 3: Whate 
— be the Notions of Men in after- 
times. For my on Part, I think, that; 

bs had 


eu by the\Father alone, without a MH. 
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Had Tb Abd, really baen derived, and 
that: from the Father alone, a much more 
* Ann neee de 
found, by which that Detivation might be 


.exprefied : And Why: may not the Hay 
Sögs be as properly ſaid to be öegutten 1 

The Ward, if He be-a derived Being? 
In ſhort, I am; myſelf fully perſuaded, 
that St. Paul here meant to ſay, That: alle 
Mord was UnBEGOT TEN; but, whether I 
hall be able to convince any one elſe of it, 
I know not. . Aub. «(£514 2-963 08. 
From tho Texts. above produced it fol- 
lows, That the Wok pi Hery Gon, Unars- 
ginated,  Underived;. Self- Ruiſient, luving 
neither Beginning of Days, nor End of Lyfe. 
50 that, in reſpect of his Exiſtence, He & 
costernal with. the Farben! Whether he be 
in any other reſpect inferiour; the Scriptures 
have not informed us z excepting anly, that 
we learn from them, that He wan made 
Fleſb, and Thus became his So; and, by 
mne nnn Him: e 


Dr. Clarke's referring us e Text, * 
Acts viif. 33. to let us know, that we mhuft not pre- 
Futhe to define the Manner; in which the Mord deriveth 


dis Being fromthe Father, jo plealany equagh. .>-cr1t; 


e 

| «ted; in that State, according to the Will 
of the Father in all things; that He ſuſfered 
Death, in order to redeem thoſe, who. 
ſhould believe in Him, from the Curſe of 
the Law of Works ; that, for this meri- 
torious Obedience and Sufferings, God 
raiſed him from the dead, and gave him a 
Seat at his own right hand, all things in 
Heaven and in Earth being put in gub- 
jection under his Feet, (Him only Ex». - 
cepted who did put all things under Him); 
that in Glory he ſhall reign, until all 
Enemies (even Death itſelf) ſhall be ſub- 
dued unto, Him; and that then he ſhalt de- 
liver up the Kingdom to his Father; i. e. 
(as I ſuppoſe) He ſhall put off that human 
Nature, with which He is now invęſteu, and, 
of Courſe, the Relation ſhall ceaſe, that (as 
it was in the Beginning) Gop _ SALE 
in ALL. * 


LEMMA. 


07 Paockss fox. | 


All Proceſſion is an Eft ; (if by that 
Word be meant any Kind of Derivarion, or 
Men) * 


grinning, | 


tr " 1 Wy 

in. wy the. 2. Collar 140 ha 
Arioens. 1 17 ahl: iT or is 
ocker 916453 * = _ p. Fo ai „r 
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1 O eu! 
What Time the Canforter firſt procacded 
from the Father, is net clearly revealed in 
Scripture ; unleſs we ought to ſuppoſe, that 
He proceeded from the Father, guat 
Father; then, indeed, the Time will be 
fixed at the Incarnation of Chrift ; for then 
it was, that God became a Father of * 
only - begotten Son, by Riope-a- ics, $4 
II this be the Caſe, it. will follow, hes 
the Proceſſion of the Comforter. from the 
Father was not a Derivation of Being; but 
merely an Act of his Office in the Work of 
Man's. Redemption; juſt ſo the Appel- 
lations Father and Son relate not to. the 
Nature of the Father and Word, but ſolely 
to their Office in the ſame Work. 
As to the Proceſſion of the Comforter 
from the Son, it is, evidently, no other 
than a Miſion; for He is no where, in 
Seripture, ſaid to proceed from the Son, but 


on 


* 
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In this, as in the fourth; ape wo 

muſt have Recourſe to the Scriptures, be- 
fore we can determine, whether the Holy 
Ghoſt be a dersvel, or unatrivel Being. | 
Now, if the Soriptures affirm,” that He is 
either God, or Eternal, we muſt n | 
conclude, that He is alſo Underived ; it be- 

wa irrational to affirm either of the two firſt 
of any Being, ant, at the ſame time, to 
deny the Jaft ; by the Corollary to the firſt 
Propoſition, and the ſecond Corollary to 
the Axioms. But the Scriptures do affirm 
the two firſt of the Holy Ghoſt, as it will 
appear from the followng Texts. 

Firſt, . affirm, that the yy Ghyf 
is God. 

"Ars v. 3» + Ananias, why hath Satan 


led 


** * 
en hap . 8 


ta 
Aud thine Heart tou lie to the Holy Ghoſt 
thou haſt not lied unto Men; bur unto Gad. 
upon thee, and the Power. of. the Higheſt ſball 
averſhadow. thee ; therefore ialſo that boly thing. 
8 We be called the. 
"Hoe i. 4 Deu to be the San e 
- 1 Cor. iitv16. mn not, that. —_ 
the Temple of God, and that the Sp of Gd 
 Gwelleth in you ? 
Nxv. xv. 4. Thou [God] only art Hay. 
Marr. i. 18. (& alibi n the Holy 
GhoP. oo 
I might produce. many more Texts, from 
which it may be inferred, by very. plain 
Conſequence, That the Holy Ghoſt is. God. 
But theſe are ſufficient for the Satisfaction 
of any one, who is not prejudiced in favour 
of that Notion, adopted by Dr. Clarke, 


That the word God, when taken abſolutely, 
muſt always be underſtood of the Perſon of 
the Father; which is a mere gratis dium, 
and not proved by thoſe Texts, which that 
Author hath referred to for the Proof of it. 
See it * by Pearſon, Exp. of the 

| Creed, 
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Creed; Edit. 8..p.. 126, Ke. If the word 
Ged, in the firſt of theſe Texts, muſt be 
underſtood of the Perſon of the Father, one 
would think, that St. Peter ſhould have 
laid; Thou haft "not lied unto the Hely Ghuft, 
Ghoſt ' only, but unto Cd; Whereas, the 
Antitheſis is between an and Gau, and 
Ananias lied unto Gad, becauſe he hed unto 
the Holy Ghoſt, who, therefore, is God. In 
ſhort, if the Holy Ghoſt be not God, I muſt 
needs ſay, that I think the ſacred Writers 
very highly to blame, in that they did not 
write more, cautiouſly. Any Man of plain 
common Senſe, who readeth for the ſake 
of knowing the Truth, and whoſe Under- 
ſanding is not warped. by Prejudice, mW 
I think, neceſſarily conclude from any 
the Texts above quoted, That the Holy 
Ghoſt is Ged. It is to interpret them other- 
wiſe! that coſts the time and pains; and, | 
when all is done, the Interpretations 1 
extremely unnatural and jejune. 

Secondly, the Scriptures affirm, that the | 
Holy Ghoſt is Eternal. 

Hes. ix, 14. Chri/t through & Eternal 


er offered bimſelf 3 * Spot to God, 15 
The 


L 2 
| 5 ata og aheke! is; Thee? 2 
the = G is Sei Unirightated,* 
Underrbed, e ang beten wün 
the Fal and the N. 
As to the Notion of the Hoy Spb bes! 
ing a detived Perſon; bebauſs he "is chlled 
the Spiritigf God, = the Spirit / Chriſty) . 
it is ridieulous in the higheſt Degree. Thé 
human Soul is (i Con. B. 11 .) called the 
Spirit of 4 Man; but would any one, id WS 
Senſes, conclude from thenee, that re 
Soul is from the Man, or #feriout to thi 
Man? But, of all the Arguments, thiat 
could have been pitched upon for Prof of 
the Derivation of the Holy Gheft, cer of 
his being called the A of the Son is the 
moſt unlucky: Becauſe we are phinly/wot# 
in Seripture, that the Son (bo is a detived 
Perſon) was um rb Hel G5, inſtèad of 
the Holy Ghoſt from the Son. It is abſolute- 
by impoſſible, for any divine or eternal Being 
to be a derived Being: And as the Scriptures 
affirm of the Holy Ghoft, that He is God; 
and alſo Eternal, He muſt, ih Conſequence, 
neceſſarily be Underived or Self RH 
As to the ſuppoſed Inferiority of the Word 
and we Ghof, on Account of their bein 
ſent, 


6 1 | 
r: kr z r puh ur the-fike, I; 
ball cot or it Hercüferꝰ kk 

N. BI As I Befbre thide d Miſtinctiiou 
betwixt the Yord and the n (eh former: 
Appeltlatin relating to\ his Perſonality in 
the Godhead, the tatthr bo hie Offs in the 
15 bur Redemption} ſoxirtthe two 
„I Have diſtinguiſhed be. 
— gg Boy Ghoft and the Cn r; 
— e Appellation relating to his Por- 
e'Godhead; the latter to bis 
Offi 255 Work of dur Redemprioh: * 
But it müſt be owied; that; with regard 
to this Perfon;” it is môre diſfcult to dia 
ſtinguiſh between thoſe Paſſages of Serips 
ture, which relate to his Nature; and thoſe; 
which +elate to his rr, than in the for- 
mer Caſe; becauſe He hath not changed 
his Denomination, 3 as the aha Gf to that. 


” ** 
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Wan ROF. . \ _ 
lar v here ic but o Go. 
onde it will be expected, 33 
i e Truth of this Propofition fromm 
22 only: But, a T am not ſute, that 


this i is poſſible to be done, (having either 
«> W'2 never 


* 


3. 7 
never ſeen 2 Derkanſiration of the Unity e 
God, or being too dull to feel the Force 
of it). 1 ill comet kl ell F 
it from Seripture. "x 

Is aA xliv. 8. Ir there a God f ! | 
Yea, there 73 00: Geek 1 kaiow ot am. INT, 
| Maint xii. 32. There. 15 ue God, ond 
dier e other bob 2 1 2 

«JAMES ü. 19. T believe, the ther 
is One God, thou-doeft. well.” © 

It is needleſs to dwell any longer on he 
Proof of this Propoſition, ſince it is not 
denied by any, who. believe the Scriptures 
to be the revealed Word: of God; 91 
vrits not for the Sake. of any other. 


GENERAL COROLLAKY, 
we Of the TIL IT v. por ROE 


Since thers re Tunrz Divine Perſons, 
The -FaTHter, The Worp, and the 
Hol v GnosT, each of them, Unoriginated, 
 Underived, Self-Exiftent, and Very Gad, (by 
Prop. 3.4. & 6. ); and fince (by Prop. 7.) 
there 3 is but One God; it follows, Either 

1. Thot.Geſs Three are but One and the 


i F 
. 


A 
Same Perſon, under theee different D. 
- rations. * Or, Sch & att 71 
. That Two of thidediace sy enen 
5 SSW 

ſons. Or, at 
dende Tran, U b bee | 
the Name of a ' Species of Beings,” under 
which; ars n Three Individuals 
Or. 5b 26 
Lahe abi thong e e only 
NN Or (fince the 
a Concluſions are not incon- 
5, That the Term God is, in Nee | 
the, Name of a Species of Beings, including 


Three Individuals, wh hays. One Mind in 
e 15. ne 
 Inany of theſe Caſes Three may be called | 
One withoat Imprapriety of Speech. _How 
many other ways this thing may happen, I 
know not; but e are too Fin to 
admit of Diſpute. LO, 
' Thus, for an Example of the firſt; David 
was. the Ban of eſe, and. the Father of 
Solomon, and the King of Fuel. An 
Example of the ſecond occurs in Is ALA 
Kale. lix. v. 16.) Therefore bis Arm brought 
G 3 Salva- 


— —4Wäww—— ñ — —— — 


{hi mM lat or Wivin 
eſt med as One. Man; becduſe the” Wil, 
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Satuatity unte lim and his Rightoonſnes it 
ſuſtained him. Where the Armor Power) 
and the Righteouſneſs (or Juſtice). f God 
em to be. ſpolcyn 'of us Agents or Pygban | 
For an Example of the third, e 
regel ' Power jp any Nation to he Veſted in 
inter Man; then cheſe ber would be Oe 
King: Note; TFhongli che Mord King do not 

gs e! of Being, yet doth it denoth 
of "RHabion, and may ſerde vel! 
es for an Example eſpesially, fot 
the Word Gon doth'alſo denotes Species of 
Relation, with reſpe& to his Creatures,” For 
an an Erupple of the Pourth, ſuppoſt three 
human Bodies to be all anitusteg by O0 
and rde ihe IPfrithal Subſtance; er "Boa; 
then, to all Inten and Purpoſes bf Le 
ches world! be 


the” Nabe, che Aﬀettivins;' and Paſir, 
are fiippbfea 1 0 be che ume in every one of 
them; and yet, in reſpect of their” Ageny, 
they" might ab propaty” bt eſteemed "three 
Perfins”; heczuit they might ech de dige. 
rently ein 'oyed, and be in different: \Places, 
at ne a the Tatts tine!” doppel "this 


Ay Noth TH . LE — „N AT 
02 f x > iis 8 * 


1 

yiple: Man ta he a Mug. and you qnay 
have. an Example of the fifth iy vel wy 
Human Reaſon, prathfed by Revelation, 
can never determine, which of theſe fine 
Ooncluſiens we muſt fix upon; 3 4 
cannot he A 44uc, perhaps ae of 
We muſt therefore have Recoutſe to 
ritten Werd of God for Information. 
Nov the Scriptute informeth us, in very 
plain Terms, That the Tings ce Oναν] 
but the fame Beripture. doth po-where {that 
Au. os) expreſoly declare, in what this 
Lui .confiteth + Aud, if the Seripture do 
not, it muſt be very preſumptuqus in any 
Aan to declate it. But, however, we arc 
.at full. Liberty to cxaming/agy particular 
Opinian of Men; and, if we find it to he 
contradicted by the Sepiptuges, to declare, 
. That: therein the Unity doth ner cant. Et 
ue then, examine; which ef the-.aboye 
five Concluſions are <ontragicaed 7 We 

Sctiptu res. any „ ile 1 i 4 
. .in the: Rove .of Sale 
us) and the ſecond (whigbiis that of & 
 cinus} are; contradicted by. the following 
„ rr N | 

au 2d vidiftog vr 4b: deux. 
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Yi Gu l. 22. Je Lern OI gu, Bebel. 
the Man is beciime lite One of Or. Ane 
Jens i. 14. The Word wa made feld. 
du an Ban rb by Gr an 
— 32. I Conn] SAW. ie -Spirit 
ding fn Heaven, and it N 
Uthe Sn. 78207919: 15 Jie oh 
beech 46.) N ale any Mae? bath. 
'Szxx' the Aldo, fove' He which 1 of God, 
de Sen.] 1 La. r Sanne 21 
The” firſt of theſe Texts affordeth- a 
ſtrong Proof of à Plurality of Perſons in the 
Godhead; and the three haſt (compared 
togecher) of « DiſtinQion of thaſe Perſons 
from one another: And therefore! ovet- 
throw boi e nen aud the 
ſecond. an 2 1 tur z N ane 
The third 18 eee Than | 
of Scripture 3" particularly Is atam'xtivi.8, 
Ir there à OG —— De. there 14 mo 
Gad, Ihe nuf amy. 8 % v 
It is, in reality, Tibet (unleſd joined 
with the fourrbh) ; for if the Term Gad be 
merely the Name of a Species, under which 
chree Individuals are comprehended,. the 
Wilk' of the Individuals: are not neceſſarily 
* * it may poſſibly be true, 
That 


1 8% 0 | 
Thitiqhe ficarer two (or more) Neinge ap- 
to Perfection, the nearer. do their 
Wil W . Coincidence] But 1 
ſhalt not ſet myſelf up ſor a Judge of Per- 
leſt I be thought to de ſerve the Re- 
Werd of Mien 'The Teilt uſſerte, that hee 
is no God beſides that, which then ſpake 
by the Prophet 's Mobth, (ag B 
therefore the Term Ged cannot beimerely = 
the Name of a Sparicr,” (unleſs; as in the 
fifth Coneluſion; the Ihdividuals have One 
Mind in common); becauſe thoſe, Which 
did not then ſpeak by the'Propher's Mouth, 
ate here excluded e nn 
Name of Gad. Nen Nees Dio 
? A to the band ese Veen ind 
pothing in the Scripture, which” ſeemeth 
contrary | thereto ; encept ſome Paſſages, 
Which relate to the 80½, in his State of 
"Humiliation; and ald one or two more, 
which ſpeak of an Txrercefſon, which both 
the Son and Spirit are ſaid to make for | 
Chriſtians with Gad. But the former, when 
rightly conſidered, ought to be of no 
9 in this Caſe; becauſe the fourth 
Cone uſton doth not relate to the Son; but 
t the Won p. Beſides i it ſeemeth to be 
abſolutely 


ig . 
| «blalutely . that He fbould;.por, 
in that State of Trial, have. the: Mind: of 
God! For Wh would have; heen te 
Meritiof dis Obedience to the Law of Cod. 
had he: been incapable, of unn ſgraſtag it, 
And tranſgreſſion: bad den mbar itoke 
it for ed); hed bis: Mind- been entigely 
| Oat wit the Mind 4#f God, Had he nat 
been brought. to dhe) Trial under the fame 
Diſadvantages with the Adan, it would 
ren ſards conſiſtens with {rift Juſtica, 
that ur iy rhe: (fence / One Judgmen- 
lame: Won al Mans fe —— nga 
oy: the Righteouſnehe:oof Ong (4he {eee Gift 
ſhould come upon all Men to ehfication of 
Leu, And, n HA Ove. Man s, Medlence 
nam were made Sine , H abe, perfect 
. Opeapence of ne mam ſhould. be, ae ge 
teous, 80 that thapgh,ws,reads that Jeff 
incregſed in Wiſdom, as; yy ll. as Stature. f. chet 
He was ait to Iyfirmity, and jempred in al 
Points, Alte As une are chat He emptied lin- 
M, (Puixir. ii, 7.) to that degrees that he 
declated of himſelf (Maxx ili, 32, ) chat 
te dar wot. the Time bit futurs caming jo 
-Jadgment (Or, perhaps, to lichte 22 
ies; Jeus): Vet are thele, ib W 


7 0er av 


| WT 

Eantragiftions; wo, the fourth Cangluſion, 
which doth not .(aq\], ſaid before Lark 
"* in, his Stzte of. Hun 
Hurd. Qut Sen, Aid. indeed, 
e Jews (Jenn; g, ay 
Father are One; yeti ſurely. .ig.mufk nat be 
undeRood.., that \Hg,yas Qoes with his 
Father. by Virtus of bis. Fiſptign Ii, es his 
dazarngtin); for, Whatever Inferiority there 

may be, it ariſeth purely m hat, Fir 
_ liggivns. bat by Vue of his being The 
Word, Which he did not,eeeſe to by by. be- 
pomigg' the Sas; 'only-þe', fo fan e 
himſelf; as to he upon a Vel with ſcam in 
big ease of. Ipnocepen, Wat fi: he might 
ſulſd all RighteoyCnels under the ſame Ni- 
vantage ee oo TD onuconrlt - 
As co the Interceſian, which the Spirit, 
and dn in his State of Exaltation, ace laid 
to mak for. pious Chriſtians ib God ; If 
this he brought as an Argument for Diver 
ftp Mad in the three Perſans ef he 
Godhead, it i. an Argument 4 ignoritutions; 
becauſe we know not, what is the Nature, 
or Mater, of that Inperoeſſion. Ono thing 
36 ptilh that, in the very Paſſage,” where 
hows laterceſſion of the * * W 
7 


1 
4 4s = ? 
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e 
(viz Me) viit."26; 2.) it is fad, that 
though the Syirit make birnen for - yo 
Groarings whith cannot be uttered, Yet; He, 
that Joarthirh" the Hearts, hnoweth war 5 
the Minof the Spirit, agg (Ge. tri bare 
be aa "interceſſion for | the * Saints [nave 
O40] with God. And, if we compare this 
with 1 Con. . 10,41; : "The" Spirit —_ 
all , the" dich" things of God; "For 
r a Forth dhe. hingt " of 'a' Man, 
fave rde ſpirit "of": Man, "which" it © in biw 
Eben fo the things'of GU hnoweth'® wo 
"Man" [Gr. Yes noone] "But" the" Spire "oof 
God, we ſhall find- ſomething mote than 
an Intimation of an Unity, or Identity; of © 
Mid in God and the Spirit ; For, in the 
former Text, God is ſaid to feu, or 
how, the Mind gf the Spirit, although He 
do not eat his Thoughts and, in he 
latter, that the Spirit ſgarrbetb, or kiowerh, 
the Mind of God; in the ſame manner, as 
the Spirit of a Man knowerh the Mind of 
nn 'Therefore, det dhe Nature. pc 


8¹ 21 baheg, tot ns tes e Texts 
-and that the Word br: [becauſe or that]-bath been, ſub- 
Miſtake, for 57s {when]. . But I confeſs, 
oo I do not find any various Reading to countenance 


13 Conjecture. 
I Manner, 


"444 --; | 
Manner, of the Intereeſſion be hat it will, 
it is plain, that n of Mt in net Fn; 
conſiſtent with ĩt. YT N 4 N 
hy There is; a. fingle, Text, whigh (ﬆ it j 
commonly interpreted) doth contradict he 
fourth Concluſion; viz. Joux Kyi. 13, 
When He the Spirit of Truth is come, He ſhall 
guide you mto all Truth, for be ſhall not Meat 
bine, [Gr. a lau, from himſelf, | but 
whatſoever be. ſhall bear, that ſhall be ſpeak. 
Hence it is concluded, that the Hah Spirit 
was to be infirufed what to ſpeak; 48 
though He could not ſpeak the Truth with- 
out 4 Prompter ; directly contradicting St. 
Pu who ſays, that the Spirit ſearcheth all 
things, Yea, the dee things of God:=The + 
Phraſe, He Hall not ſpeak of himſelf, is but 
another way of ſaying He ſhall nat forge 
par be ſhall heak, according to that of the 
Apoſtle, (1 Joux li. 27.) The ' Anointhig 
teacheth you all things, « ad is Truth, and ir 
no Liz: * This Senſe. of the Phraſe will 
a make 


„That the Senſe” of the Phraſe 4% Laves Nah 
is often equivalent to forging an Untruth, will be evi- 
dent, if we conſider the Senſe of it in other Places. 
Thus, Jonw vii. 17. 18. If any iam will de his ill, 
in be 


—— — — nent}. — 


bEntkeribe hele Vert einheht; bchefe 


+1 


wiſe it is not W. l, guid you tes off 
Truth, becaufe he ſhall not peut u Fe - 
Srattiont, Bib ſhall tat ace R t bb In- 
Brink,” is neither yoo! Argument, nor 
Senſe: It is not 06d Argument, 
e it doth not Ele, Pre Eras 
ſhalt ſpeak 'the Truth, berate Ne. hath 
been 2 in the Fruth? 1 . de 


Bood Senfe, by read the Word Bur de- 


r hdd of whit wometh after 


Jie tal NN 1 94 --* 
it; "4 þ | ** 7 515 II moncckt 


4 8 Ne de jt if Gd & 
eobether feet of myfalf li. . whether | have forged the 
Do@rine:my{c]: He that ſpraketh of himſelf (that forgeth 
the Doctrine which he teacheth) fielen bis owh Gery; 
but be that ful his Glory, that font bin, the fue is 
Tam aff a Unkioutroumess in Again, 
Jonn xiy. 10, 11. Believe/t thou het, that I at in the Ho- 
ther, and the Father in ms # The words that I ſpeak und 
jon, I. ſpeak not of myſelf Ii. e. my Words are true, I tell 
you no Lie]: But Gr. verih] the Father, that dwell. 
arb in mit; he det the Wirks, Buco me; that I am in the 
Father, and the Father in me : Or elſe believe mt for the very 


' Wirks ſake. Our Saviour is here extremely urgent with 


Philip to ld him; und affureth him, that what he 
ſaich is n Forgery (The. Wards that I ſpeak unte you, 1 
ſhrek not of | myſelf); but if any Suſpicion remain of 
Forgerp, in reſpect of bis Words, he tells him, that be 


L 
it to what went before de; Atd to ſitu 0c 
cording to one's Inftratios is not oppoſite to 
77. | Hud che Senſe 
of the Phraſe been, what is commonly, ſaps 
poſed) the Word zar vnight/ to have been 
and, aAMI"dlſe ; and even mat would noc 


hve- ade de Paiſige good  Arguhent 3 
becauſe it ig neither faid; / whom nor in 


whet, che Spirit hall be: inſtructod. But 
if the Senſe of it be Hu all n forge ubur 


be Mull peut, the-words for and dur ure vvry 
properly. wenden ? Tus} Iden He be 
| Q NA ANN * une, SY Spiri 
eee aſt kw 101146 wor [13vV4R 9815 a 
mould believe him ver rhe very Forks ſake, via. the 
Miraches, Which he had wreught'; which are a Proof; 
Ne bis bare Aſſertion, that che Father dwelleth in 
him. If the Phraſe were o Ie hers unde ſtood c- 
cording to the common Interpretation of ty ſhould 
have followed, The FutherIpanſeth the Marui not deen 
the Noris. Even the two following Texts will xery 
well bear the like Interpretation. Joux xvili. 38, 34. 
Pilate ſaid untd Jeſus, Art thiu the King of "thi Fhos ? 
Peer anſwered him, gf, theu this thing of hyſalfy ar did 
otheys tell it the of 'me l. e. Did you forge this Accuſation 
yourſelf;:or did you receive it from others, who did? — 
Joan xi. 51. And this ſpale he not of himſelf, but being 
High- Priefl—he prophecied, &c. Which may be inter- 
preted, And this was no Tafel, bat a Prophecy. 
N. B. I do not find this Phraſe any where out of St. 


Jobn's Writings. 


* 


is TRU TR, but tbe Agreement of | Words. 
vit Matter: of Fa! And what are the 


ed frotm things to. cm fd, Thus the whole 


IH 
Spirit of Truth, is came, he ſhall guide yau ine 
co all Truth 3 For, be ſhall not forge what be 
ſhall ſpeak, | But ſhall repreſent Laois 
as: be ſhall beer, i. e. hd they ares for what, 


Facts here particulaply alluded to, but thoſe, 
which relate to Out Saviour, whilſt he was 
bere on Earth; and in the Text diſtinguiſh». 


Verſe is conſiſtent, and good Argument. 
Vet, | after all, it is not quite certain. 


whether the Spirit's not. ſpeaking of himſelf be 
Here given by Our Saviour as 4 Reaſon for 


his leading the Apoſtles into all Truth, or for 


his own calling Him The Spit of Truth 4" if 
the latter, then the Senſe, here contended 


for, appearcth ſtill more clearly to be the 


true Senſe of the n. in e ev 


leaſt. 


There is another Text, of 4 dmr 4 
Nature, which doth not ſeem to have been | 
rightly interpreted by any one Commen= 
tator, that 1 have ever ' conſulted 1 it. 


See Jos! xiv. 6. & t. 


on arbitrary 


| 


>" I@'1 
The,Text,:.maany;is Joun-v-.g0. Our da, 
viour ſays, I can of mine own fel, Gr an: 
rem myſelf I de notbing y A= ] bean; I 
Judge, and my Fudgment is juft ; becauſe I. ſeek 
nat pune cum Wlh but the 'Wilhof the Father. 
which bath: ſent me. His future. Judgment 
of.the World is: the Subject here ſpoken of z 
2nd. he. fays, That be. con do nothing, [in 
Judgment] of himſelf [is e. according to his 
Wält but chat he muſt paſs 


— 


Sentence according % Fat (as 1 bear, 1 
Judge); and accordingly ! he. ſays, my Judgment 
us uſt x; Bx c AUER N feel not mine on ¶ arb - 
trary} Wall, bur judge righteous Judgment 
aocarding; to facts, and agregable. to] che 
Will of the Father which hath ſent me, and 
as che Father. himſelf would do in the fame 
Caſe.” As the Son judgeth, ſo the Spiris 
1 Vz. ; detording to Fatt; otherwiſe a 

the Jatter would not be The Spurt of Truth, 
nor che former a juſt fudge. hope, by this 
time, it appeareth ſufffelentiy plain; chat 
the Spirit's not peaking” of himſelf doth ner 
imply, that. He hath any Need. ꝙ an Inftruc- 
n wa Ng a jo LIP that this Text 
„ N en eee eee 


1.1.0 
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doch not contradict! the fourth Cnetic 


L 'God-alfs braring tbem witneſs, both with | 


1981 


on.. N Wr Wn \v 82, a (61 n 
There is one Text mare, Which, neeor- 


ding to Dr. Charke's Notim of it, is tepega. 
nant to the fourth Conelafon; viz- "Hes: 


Signs atd"Warders, ani with divers Miracks 
and Gifts of the" Huh Gboft, acoording to "bis 
Gon Wil. Hence, F ſuppoſe, that Abr 
concluded; that ie V God and tHe Wh 
258 0 preit are two diner mi; for others 
iſe no .Subordmmation. is implied, and "ths. 
Text would not have been” properly quoted 
in that Section of his Bock: But, if we 
ne 9 it with r Cor. xii. 110 Where; 


* ö Io 
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Avi. 13. (Epilts to the ExHes: c. ix} and alſo Jojry 


v. 30. (Epiſt. to the Macnzs, c. vii.) both -of AS 
(as I think, but certainly the former) in the miſtak 

Senſe, which, I believe, all the Hiar Writers (at leaij 
have underſtood them; viz, Due former as ſuppfing: 
Thet the Spirit, hath need of an, In/ifadter 3 and the latter as 


ing, That the, Sen bath ne Pater of his otun. A ſtrong 


Proof, in my Opinion, that Enatis was not the Au- 
thor : For, whether thoſe Poſitions be true; or :Hti fs 
ſuch Conſequences will follow: from thoſe Texts. And 
Feannot perſuade myſelf, that Ignatius was not better 
acquainted with the true _ of thew, than to write 
in that Manner, | | 
after 


lp 99 v1 2 
alte iaentientbg HE vario Sts oY 
Spirit, Sk. Pau! Ati A 


8007 * Fir; Bolling tn 
every „en Nya * . woe we thif 
Hüd, that 786 1. of Gal and e , 
Spirit ate are the Jam j Bechuſe hs fuß e Gifts 
are 48 fo be diſtri ufed according to the 


ip of Gai and of e {hfiffe- 
If a y one ein figd yew Patty of 
Sete Z nickt ac eth to cn radiek = X 


fou ; Conctuſion, let kin produce it; 2 


tf "495% 4 as 


know of none. 
As to the fifth” Conclüßon, it th na- 
turally ſtand or falf With the foufth; and, 
indeed, is But 4 Conſequence of it. For 
if there be 4 an f Lentil ty of . Mind in three Per. 
ſons, the Act of 2 One of them is the AC 
of "Al, fo far as the Wat % ee 
Centeqüenth, if this obtain in the thr 
Perſons of. the Godhead, 17 Term "God 
cannot alw ways [en 0 ne. oft my Pt fon s 
fimgh ; 3 but t mu ſometines at fealt, ſigni 
a Spevies ; and yet $: ud occaſionally denote 
any One of them 


21 may be ufg © ol ry fivout of this oY 
Concluſion, That it Will very eafily ada 
Ha na- 


1 100 5 
naturally accourft for many Expeeſiions (to 
be found in the Scriptures) in which the 
Act of one ol the Perſons js called the A 
of Gad; i. e. of that One Mind, it being 8 
indifferent which of the Perſons is the im- 


mediate Agent. Thus, Chrif is called The 
Son of God according to the Spirit of Halmeſe 
(Rost. i. 4.) viz. becauſe the Holy Gheſ 
was the immediate Agent, by whom the 
Generation of the Son was effected. Now, 
I aſk, on what other Hypotheſis can this be 
accounted for? For it was. proved i in the 
ſecond and fourth Propoſitions, that the 
Son, was not a Son any otherwiſe, than by 
Virtue of this Generation. 1 

It will alſo account for ſeveral. other 
Paſſages, in Which the Appellation Fa- 
THER is applied to the Wok p and Hor v 
 GnosT. For, that ſuch there are, may 
be cafily made appear. Joan xiv. 8, 9, 10. 
Philip ſaith unto him, Lord, ſhew- us the. Fa- 
ther, and it ſufficeth us,  Fefus ſaith unto bim, 
Have I been. ſ long time with you, and yet haſt 
thou not known Mz Philip? He that hath 
ſeen Mr, hath ſeen the Pather ;. and how 
fayeft thou then, ſhew us the Father ? Believe 


rbou not, that I am in the F ather, and the 
. * 


"4 
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fark * Mr 1. Father that 
DWELLETH In Mz, be doeth the Works, 
Here it is plain, that in the Appellation 
Father the Won p is included; who, was 
the particular Perſon of the Godhead, that 
dwelt in the Sen. And that the Hol Ghoſt 
is alſo included in the ſame is plain, i in that 
he ſays, The Father that dwelleth in me, be 
DOETH-THE WoRKks; and when the Pha- 
riſces- aſcribed his #orks to the Prince of 
the. Devils, he called this 4 Ba 
againſt the Holy Ghoft. 
Again, v. 23. 3.4 Mien bye me; be will 
| keep my Words ; and my Father will true bim, 
and We will come unto him, and make our 
ABODE. ith him. But it is clear from 
many Paſſages of Scripture, that the par- 
ticular Perſon, that maketh his Abode with 
pious Chriſtians, is the Holy Gb 80 alſo | 
in 1 Cok. viii. 6. the Appellation Father | 
ſeemeth to be meant of the whole God- 
head, {Father Nerd and Holy Ghoſt } as be- 
'ing there .called the One God, and di- 
ſtinguiſhed from the San Feſus Chrift, and 
from the Son . not from ths Nord, br 

Hoy Gb. 
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It will alſo eafily account for all thoſe 
Expreſſions of Scrix ture, "which ſeem to 
imply a an I fer of two of the | Perſons 
to the third. | 
Let me me reſpme my e Suppo- 
ſition which was brought for an Example, ; 
of s-Afth ' Eoncluot z viz, That three 
115 Bodies are alF animated by one Soul ; | 
and let us ſuppole this triple f Man to be the 
King of ſore Country here on Earth; 1 
moreover, let the uſual Office c of one of the 
Perſons be, to frame Lays for th the Goyern- . 
ment of the Kingdom F and accordingly, 
let him be diſtinguiſhed from the other two 
by the Name of The Legiſlator : Let 
another be luppoſed to be chiefly emplo yed 
in hearin * and decidin g Cayſes ; and there- 
fore calle The Judge: ad let the Office 
of the third 95 to command the Army; 
and therefore called The Generel, Now, I 
aſk, what Stile would an Hiſtorian make 
uſe of, when writing of the Acts of this 
King ? I conceive, he might write much 
after the following Manner. 7 
This Year a Rebellion broke out in one of the | 
Provinces of the Empire ; and an Herald was 
ent to make Proclamation, in the King's Name, 


as 


Le r 

or, becauſe this is matter of Form, per- 
haps he would mention the three Perſons: © 
diſtinctiy, and ſay, In the Name of the Le- 
gillatar, and of the Fudge, and of the Genrral,] 
that. if the Rebels would lay down their Arme, 
they ſboald be pardoned ; otherwiſe,” be put to 
Death ;. but they refuſing to 'obey, The King 
went forth with att Army, and fubdued them > 
(Or, if ine Hiſtorian would ſpecify: the 
Penn, that + commanded - the 
Forces, he might. fay, The General went. 
far with on Army; &c. Or, The King ſent 
the (or. bis). General,” &. Ot, The Ning 
JSubdued tbem by tht (or; bis) General} and 
having braught the Priſoners to the Capital, 
they: werr tried" before: the King, Or, he 
might ſays before” the Judge: Or, The King 
tried idem by the (or; bis) Fudge; Or, The 
King ſent his (or, the) Fudge to try them,] 
alleviatmg | Circumflances appeuring in the 
Courſe of the Trial, The King war inclined 
to pardon them, on Condition, that they could 
find" Sarety for their future good Behaviour ; 
And, <oheni nane were found to undertake 
the » Suretifhip, He was ſo gracious, as ta 
offer bit Judge for that Purpoſe; and the 
Judge, accordingly, did humble himſelf to the 

H 4 Con- 


I 10 ]] 
Candithi of a Subjecd, and was bowid for ham," 


And when they were. ready. to. depart. to un f 


the. Frontier Towns, obither they were order | 


ed to go: ine the Secretaries of State di 
miſſed them with: this gaud Advice ; I d 
you, Brethren, make your feboes' worthy of rb 
Fru flees you by the. Judge. "that ſa you 
may not loſe the King's Love, nor be forſaken. 
by the General, e e coun 
m Danger from an Enemy. 99 7 


Now I demand, how ien bo bach | 


ed from ſuch a Paſſage as this, that the 


Hiſtorian, by the Word King, intended to 


denote the Perſon of the 'Legifaror" ſingly? 
And how doth it appear, that there is any 
Inſeriority ſuppoſed of the Judge and General 
to the Legillator? And how could he ex- 


preſs himſelf otherwiſe, than by one of the 


ways abovementioned ? In like manner, 
One of the Perſons: may be ſaid to ſend 
another of the Perſons, without ſuppoſing 
any Inferwrity'in the Perſon ſent; eſpecially 
in Caſes, where two Offices concur to the 
Execution of the ſame Deſign. Thus, the 
Hiſtorian might ſay, The King wanting to 
rule Money, the ENG laid à Tax upon 

| certain 


in. order, to gave the Lives of % m Men." 


J. 


i 1058 1 Fg 
enen Clottnioditery bt; fearing d, Br 
Hur bauer in collelling'it, be ſent the (or, bis) 
' General with 4 Bac. of Forces 1 keep the 
Peace. Or, "The Fudge, having condemned an 
Arch Traitor 1 Death, ent the" (or, bit) 
General with a Regiment ꝙ Soldiers to pre- 
vent & Reſcue at "the "Time ' of 'Bxecution.' 
How enn we infer from fuch Paſſages, as 
theſe, that the General is inferiour to the 


Legiflator, or the Fudge Or how can we 
infer a Superiority of the Legiſlator to the 
| Fudge and General, merely © becauſe” the 
Hiſtotian WMsketh uo Mention of: bir bing 
ſent ? For it is probable,” that, throughout” 
dhe whole Hiſtory,” there would be no 
Mention of his Miſſion; becauſe there is 
enn 


quire tt =: [ 

A ſuperficial Resser Sel hare? /be'ſtrong- 
ly tempted to laugh at this whimſical Sup- 
poſition of three human Bodies animated by 


one Soul, and at the Uſe I make of it; 


(however, it is not my own, for he may 
find the ſame in Brown's Religio Medici)] 
But one of better Judgment will perceive, 
that my Arguments are not founded even 
on the Poſibility of that Hypotheſis; for it 
* 5 | 


L 166 J. 


is ſuffeiant for my Purpoſp, if it be - 
toſable Caſe: And he will alſo peresive, that 
it is not made with 4. View to ilefrute, or 
explain the Myſtery of the Holy Trinity: 
but purely to ſhew, that certain Expreſſions, 
which are found in the Scriptures, and have 

been thought to imply an Iferibriq of two 


of tho Pius to the third, are not improper, 


upon the Suppoſition of an Egga/ity; pro- 
 videds. chat Equality. be acgampanied wich 
4n Identity. of Mind. 
The Iaferiority of che gon (or Word made 
Kalb) is allowed on all bands ; but I think 
thoſe Writers by much too precipitate, who 
(becauſe the Holy. Gho/ is ſaid tor he ent, 
and the' Word is in the Old /Taſtament-caller 
the Angel [i 6; Meſenger]* of the Covenants: 
and in the New is ſaid to be ſent iure tis 
World} have, on this Account merely, con- 
cluded, that theſe two: Perſons arb Merian 
te the: Father, Thus Biſhop Pearjon talks 
of the Father's, Right of Miſſion; and Dr. 
Clarte ſremeth to ſpeak as though The Mord 
were ſent / to be made Fleſh and to ſuffer 
Death nolent volens , L think, it would be- 
come us to ſpeak. a little more cautiouſly, 
upon which we Know: ſo little of. 


Now, 


Now, if the Unity of the three Perſons 


conſiſts in Identity, of Ming, 2 
come of this Aurgority and R > 
ſion, "which they talk g of? "Fil a 
Vi not Wert, hüt Mebein the Vhity Hy 
confilt ;" yer F will*allert,” that there 
ſomething more than an Hitlmation* in 


Seriptuce, that this i One thing, in which 
— tb. TS ky 46. 27. 
with" 2 Rh 


«© wt +4 


in my of Ge and the 
. the. Holy Ghol is. alfa, Giled: - 
— —— aftes. the Exaltanon af 
the gon; think there can de no doubt of 
the Hxe Identity of Mind in che ond ab 3 
Siri; and then it, will follow. of Courts, 
that there is alſo Identity of Nia in 
n En ac. bas wito 
| | © Conprtoky, 


1 it be objegads, that, g Pitt, Gs, wen 
have made between a ſpiritual Being, or Subſtance, and 
the Mind of that Being, is a Diſtinction without a 
Difference ; (as, in the Example, I myſelf have ſeemed 


to ſuppoſe, by making the Mind of the triple Man to be 


Ons, heonſe the threg Begics were animated by One Soul 
1 


7 nA 0 


K 39 rng 


in 
9255 N „ 8 

P 
none is greaters.or kiſs, then another 4, St the 
whole. three. Perſons. are cperernal! Fagetber, 
and co-equal;.: And though. Each Perſon, by 
Hinyeff,, have. all. the Attributes and, Powers 
of Gad and Lord; yet r Sd 


| or f bree Lords. 


tea ve 

or Hir Subſtance); I wfeer, that, k . A 
I ſpoke according to vulgar Notions; ergy 

citous, whether my Words were ſtrictly agreeable to 
the Nature of Things, or not: It was ſufficient, if my 
Reader. underſtood, from what I ſaid, that the three. 
Perſons yere to have the. ſame 7 on 

munity of Thoughts and Deſires, Whether Alas 
ficians do, or do not, diſtinguiſh between Spiritual Sub- 
flance and Mind, I really do hot know, nor ſhall I take 
the Pains to inquire; for the. Scripture, which is our 
beſt Inſtructor, certainly doth make this Diſtinction. 
As Rom. viii. 27. The Aﬀius of the Rinne j Rout. xl. 34- 
| 1 16. . $0 gt EEE 
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Aire toda oil Wu veg" 7 IG 45 


5 N. 'A” R K 5 * 
hes Der ence 

An, Gould Jef} 1 think) 
exiſted, Bad N 
ſerve 4 Diſtige 


en but TD 8 8 
the S, of God. "They acute therk. 


fl between the Nya, 


ſelves en th e by die Nute of The 
Son, and aut Ras" drew” after? 2 
Error, ee ly to Rade been th 


, if noe. "ſole, Cauſe of the whole 

Dilpite, concerning'the Divinity of His Per. . 
ſon. And it got footing very ek (I fine) 
in the Chriſtian Church; even as carly as 
the' Days of en yr, tif the Quota- 
tions of Dt. Clarke from | af Father "may be 
depended on) : Not to mention, that there 
are ſome caF Phraſes even in the 
New Teſtament itſelf, Which widr lecl an 
unwary Reader inte that Error. 
Now, this being the Cafe, and the Dis 
ſtinction loft, Aru and his Followers con- 
tended,” Thar, fines the Feconil Perſon wat 
the Sen of the , his Being muſt have 
heen derived den fim: AnE dene con- 
cluded, 


m 
cluded, (very mg from thoſe 3 


dt) L. 4 Ut Ii abe Be 


Perſon) was 


che G he 
to. defend the 127 > Expence of 2 
ContradiQtion ; for, Sa made this Con- 
geſſion, there remain ry: 
hy, which to, maigtain, 
ſecond Perſon, and th 8 
no Validity. One wal. 7 
from. all Eternity, 2 is * 
The other, That He,is of the Jame Subfance 
wick the Father, and this (faith Dr. Clarke) 
is: to tale away the very Beg of the Son; 
but, whether that Aſfertion be true ↄr not, 
this Hypocheũis doth not invalidate the Ar- 
gument of the Ariant. For this Conſo- 
quence neceſſarily followeth from the Fi- 
bation, That (whatever may be 1 the. Nature 
of his, SubSance): his Perſon is derived from 
the Father, and therefore had a Beginning. 
lt ſeemeth to have been the Deſign ,of 


Pr. Cartes to, reconcile the Maintainers 


theſe different Opinions: For he holdeth in 
common 


Fx 73 "a | 
torlniiow with them both, The Perun 
ef the ſtbend Perforr; und denfeth,” WAR 
he Orthodbs, Pbartrbtre> cer bu A u 
r e hof'; and denteth als; We 
his RH" TBar 7 NF daR 
\ Phe? Ari; Were Mcdiliſtetrt With Re 
Herpturet, vi Actotht ef the Mista in 


r Premiſes z, but were not inconſiſterrt 


with" Pods, bet the . gery 
rightly froth, hole Projutfes;” 7675 
an were e Kinn ths S, 
i "ttraiftafifhp the *Divinity 3 N 
bonſiſtent with themſelves on Account * 
5 Manner, in which Sh maintained 
t. Pr. e by en 0 iti Butt 
with AfA and. & yrs Prot Tbs Feſt 
becauſt he Nath derried, Thur there anon wut 
4 tit, ben the ſecond Pifon ws ot, and 
yet hath. allerted” his Heat the att, 
| becauſe ha lth: aflected,. chat Hs i6 no fa 
ene, chat 4; God: © dude 
Now i it. is the 1e Phet of chern Fel 
to conſoundi the Wann with the Sans they” 
apply this latter Name; dee f 
with: tlie former, to the ſecond Spy oe 
uo take it for granted, T He dba BEL 

N 


um} 
Son gf Gud:beforenhis:Incarnation,r a1-a0el. os 
nd But, when ng the Niſtinction is 
made it becomes very. eaſy to he conſiſtem 
both with Qurjebyes, and the Scriptures 3 
Revelation. and Regfon. are immediately re- 
canciled, and "the, Divinity of the. Nord 
eſtabliſhed” by the joint Concurrence of 
ks N. 6 4 oh, e 
Ine Name Nadoth, un Oy, 
| imply a Derivation "Perſon t. becauſe - 
Our blefled Sayiour 4 , erſons, (Of 


2 the otber (9 Sat On. it 5 


GN 21% 1433 


9 
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gig * E 
| and bebe dented | 

2 The Rene of Prime wo il born of the 
N been owing to-the fame Cauſe ; 
viz. The taking it for granted, that Our Savibur was 


the Sen of God thraugbeut bis whole Exiflence. For there 
being very ſtrong Proof in Scripture, of a Filiation in 


Conſequence of his ion, and 17 eres 
Proof of A Filiation 1 to that, thoſe He 
an unnatural rr 


+ What bach been here ſaid vf the Has, Perſon of 
e Tiinity is alſo applicable to the third. And, if we 
make a like Diſtinction betwixt bis Nature and his 
eee map og 
of his Divinity. With reſpett to the 
bug He proceedeth from the Father and the San ; with 
to the former, He i eternal, underived, Self- 
25 aw 


3 1 

by Al gnqans, tp be. Grit proyed, That 4%. 
Name. du. belong to bun. &efare bis Incarnation, 
ete wo cap; polhbly, infer from it, that his 
Perſons as Gad, was ie. Now fince the 


tall upon th ; for this Proof, where 
will — if I who am 10 Hain · 


. | 


tainer of it, Would give them a Challenges 


to produce it ) If they be able to produce 
it, he Orthodes Doctrine ſtandeth but 
e ddl, nr 


maſt fall to the Ground, | n 


If. by this means, the Monty of the 
Arian mould be Ropped, (which muſt by 
the Caſe, wnleb they be teſolved rather 
than part with their Tenets, to deal very 
unfairly with the. Scriptures, or els to de- 
part from that tigbt Reaſon, Which . they 


have ener boaſted to: be os. theit gide) 1 


hope, "that theſe of the Orrbodpx will not 
be- oprned. agdioft me, on Actoiint of my 
dppoſing. their Docttine of Er Genera+ , 
tun. beet them retheinbers that they have 
Aways aimed at theuvtry ſame thing by 
adhering. t it, that I du by appobag it! 
viel The /afertiog the Dis ibity, of che 
| _ Dernau * n n 


nion, 


[ 


144 1 
nion, 2 W in Terms; and d 
aſſert the” Derivation” of che uu is (in 

Effect) to deny the Divinity of his Perſon; 


I fay, of his Perſon, for (whatever ma bo 
the Aters of his Subſtance) his 'Perſonality 


muſt,” in that Caſe, neceſſarily be ſuppoſed 
to have had a Beginning. The firſt Idea 
we can fraine of ia” divine Perſon is, That 
he is Underived; and this !Underivedneſs is 
the firſt Step of the Scale, by Which we 
aſcend to the Knowledge' of the Exiſtence 
of a God. And, if derived” Divinity be a 
Contradiction, it will be of no Avail to fay, 
that ſuch Divinity was derived gm all 
Eternity; for that will only be to make 4 
double Contradiction of a ' ſingle oe 1 
hope, that the Faveurers of Eternal Genes 
ration will attentively conſider what hath 
been ſaid under the ſecond and fourth Pro- 
poſitions, before they condemn me for op- 
pofing it. I think, it' muſt from” thence 
appear, to any impartial Perſon, that it 
hath no good Foundation in Scripture, or 
in Reaſon. And I may add, that neither 
is it countenanced by any Paſſage in the 
Writings of the Apoſtaak Fathers. The 
e ! Tenatius, 1 own, are | 

5 full 


E ws, 1 


full of che Generation of the gen before Fa 
Morat; and this, i ig to me (were there no 


—— a cpnyinging Proof of their Adulte- 
But the genuine | Epiſtles of that 
Father are. ſo far from countenancing that 
Doctrine, that there ate ſome - Paſſages | 
thereof, which, oppoſe it in the ſtrongeſt 
Terms. Particularly, in his Epiſtle to the 
Ephefians (e. 7.) ſpeaking of the Son 8 | 
in Day. State of Exaltation) he days, E | 
ien bg, eagle TE % } TreujeaTiRGs; yerrieos | 
2) eres, e a&pr1 Ye Hus Oecs, ty barry | 
Coy ang, 8 * Macias g és Or, Teprov 
rabires J Tos ematbis. , There is ont — 
 ſcian corporeal and ſpiritual, BEGOTTEN and . 
UNBEGOTTEN; being God in the Fleſb, in 
true immortal Life, both of Mory and of God, 
firſt paſſible, and then impaſſible. And in his. 
Epiſtle to the  Mognefions, (c. 8.) he ſays, 
Els Oes⸗ 50 0 Hertke v iauros Jis 'Inog 
non vi &uTB, 0s re aurõ N COLI 
6 d 0198s rese d bar, a were Tarre dunge- 
Tucer Tw % autor. There is one Gad, 
who manifeſted himſelf by Jeſus Chrift his San, 
who it His ETERNAL WoRD NOT COMING 


PORTA FROM: SILENCE li- e. underived] 
hy 12 . 


[| ib 1 
ok "ob Ying! phaſed . rt 


There is, indeed; Ore 
in Wich K. hs 2 char 75 
ding he C206 B 7 
evident, NANA VER 1 i 
Teptically in that Whack Word 
el, 5 Pefus 65750 In" 2 
Sentence. Hermes % ak! Fur hit 
De: omni eur ae , ita 2 8 * 
Conflio Papi "id Ari, a condind m 
Creaturath'; But this alſo may be no other 
chan a Proipffp. © Dot "ub 0 as we lerve 
the Apgfellek Father, and come thoſe 


5 the next Ape, viz. Nin Marryr, &c. 


F "DEF Way 
bers e 5 


xcept_ that ÞFrenzus, r the moſt part, 
ſpeaketh more ctvitioufly} I own, hit We 
then read of the Generation 'df the Wok; 
And, 1 believe, chere "ate few (perhaps 
none) of Then, Who de not Hold that 
Doctrine. But, Wien T ſay this, I Geſtre, 
at the ame ume, th2t the Reader woelk 
take Notice, 1 depevn em entirety en - the 
Quotitlotis, Which" Pr, Clarke hath made 
from them In Bs Treitie on the Trinity; 
Yor I hive not in tny. Poſſeſſion the Wwitings 
F oy FOR the N Father, nor 
Can 


. 


lt 1p: ] 
enn era have. cecourle ta any of ü 


ceſt. a QU aalen 2 188 Hh Nur 
[Let dt iin ha confdered, | that to main 
tain.the Dorin of Barn Generating, is 
not only, vistualiy, to deny the Divinity of 
the Mond but: fa land the Faith with.an 
Abfutdity; 16, che great Satisfaction. and 
Trium of d Aduerfaryx. And, I bo- 
here, it id to this ;ohiefty, wo muſt attri- 
bute that inveterate e ee 

 " poſed, 

ü 


RY 
$0 A make a : 59, here v 
4 PIE by wad Text {x To ohn 5 oy 


e th | bear . in Heaven, Felber, . the 175 
the ; bly Ghoſt, and 15 1 0 8 Mg 
quote w what others. have (a 5 th e &, byt vply 
wake one Rd To Ns Keg 2 afford p 
firopg Preſumption, het the Text js genuine.. 
If the Diſtinction hetween the Wop and the Sox, 
were. lo e ear] the, Nays of Tuſn Mary ; it is 
moſt \probabJe, t Thar ha ext in queſtion been an 
olation of later 15 than that Father, it yrouſd 
een written (got The Father; "he Ward bee. but 
Fubyr, the Len de and then n would ber 
been & frrialy true, that theſe three are One, b 


Ks . of the Son (or Word made Fleſh) : It 


gr, have by been ſo accuratel pxprelley. 


1 | Hay as Ted lator in Mies time fine 
Lis; moſt Wt y. have . Sow 

of The Word. 1. Becauſe, knowing no Be Hong 

bg Mar lad to make that Miſtake, 2, Be- 


ly ©  - cauſe 


L 118. } - 

_ poſed, between Revelation and \Reajon. The 
| Patronsof theſe have gone ſo far on one hand, 
as to ſay, That Reaſon hath nothirig to do in 
Religion; and on\the'other,/Fhatfiothing is 

to be admitted on the Peſtiinony of Revela« It 
tion, which the human Mind cannòt con- 
ceire. Tiſhink;T have ſheuin, how they:inay 
be vety eaſily roconciled wit reſpecꝭ toithe 

Doctrine of the Trinity; ard will beg leavd 
= en e ee 


TER bake firſt, mentioned the, Cy late Father), it 
would be extremely natural fo r ad to file thy next 
The Son, eſpecial] conſidering 8. 1 He is fo ff iled no 
leſs than eleven times in hid rely Fee han. 


by many times in the other Chapters of this Epilfle ; nor 


js He ſtiled The Ford in any Part of it, except in che 
firſt Verſe of the firſt Chapter ; and there .not ſimply 
The Ward, but The Ward of Life, | 80 that if this Text 
| be an Interpolation, it is, moſt probably, of earlier 
Date than the Time of Tuſtin Martyr ; A yet this 
was two hundred Years before the Arian Cangroyerſy, 
the Time when it is commonly ſuppoſed t to have been 
made, I think, that any Member of the Council of 
Nice, who ſubſcribed to that Creed, in whi ch The Sor 
js ſaid to have been begotten of the Father before all, Warlds, 
would ſcarce have failed to mil T6 buy liens of The 
Mord. Now it is extreme! probable, that, if this 
Text be not an Interpolation ate than, L. it is not 
an Interpolation at all- * 


vations, 


> 6 


L 419 J 
— the ſake of promoting the like 
good Work with reſpect to other Subjedts. ' 
Now in all Caſes, e ard not 
5 undoubtedly, 'nothing to do- there But i in 
other Caſes! it: certainly hath Place i and if 
ever its: Concluſions contradict Revelation, 
there muſt either be ſome Miſtake in the 
Premiſes, or the Concluſion is not-fairly 
deduced' from them. The Revelation itſelf 
may, indeed, be falſely interpreted and 
c.ontradict it, het it really doth not. If 
any Maxim in the World may paſs for un- 
controulable, this is One, That cue Truibi 
cannot cuntrudicꝭ euch other ;- conſequently, 
No Concluſion of Reaſon, which is fairly 
deduced from ttue Premiſes; can contradict 
the revealed Word of God. But the Miſ- 
fortune is, that we are very apt to take 
Premiſes for true, — ars not ſo ; and 
how logically ſoever we reaſon from ſuch 
Premiſes, it is very great odds, that thero 
ſhall be Error in the Concluſion. So that, 
whenever our Concluſions ſhall. contradigt, 
or even but , ſeem. to contradict, Revelation, | 
it way 5 org nd to __ NIN 

2 * 8 


2 1 
5 


2 0 25. 

evihddray' 'how'': verp:'ſhort-fightad'ithe 

bomann Underſtanding u And H ehe Doe: 
trine When Thad advanced in this/Tiea- | 
ie, concerning the 'Commencementofſithe = 
Filiation 6f he Son of GU, ſhall be found; 
#pon the Mfikteſt Proguiry;> to bea Truſh, 
(is 1:6 believe iu wal) N this Caſe alono 
_ will bean Rampe of Milhon ta fhew, 
that what I' have Juſt now! ſaid a but 4 
peceſſary Cauiion: For. chew ee b 
how the vhute Chriſtian Word hath. lain 
in Error, with reſpact to a fundamental 
Article df tlieit Faith, for! f xtreti hundred 
Vears and upwaide, Meruby far mant of 
making one cafy. Niſtinctian. Prep timo 
J call ti mind, how eften -this-Subje& 
hath! been canvaſſed, though this Jong 
Trac: of Time; and that. by Men, ef the - 
moſt eminent Abilities, as well as Learning 
and Piety;; and yet that / not one of them 
ſhould light upon Mit Ohvious Diſtiction. 
my Atoniſhageat ie enter en Lehn eur 

| ft hho 15 g Mey ei ui ice; 
ech oe nöſta bag $85 nt. 1 
„T Kea ay ddl Wer [ Here take it for 
aas 'that' the Piſton between he Pu and 
rhe Son wa thin, or before, the ume of Nin Aero! 

which „ ground upon the dee ©) 
** 


(an) 

t would ill become the Author ef this 
'Treatide-te: caſt any Reprovch at Tudh be- 
ſpeQublei Ferſens , whether Gr ar = 
Arias) on cn ef their Miflekos 3: nar 
doi: hi find in himflf any Ineliustian 0 
to dag hut rather to: lament the: Infiomity 
af aur %οꝶẽm , Natura, which: doth, fue 
guend ilar nds. to dine Gahteds: that is: 
with Diſſiculty: We ſon the Inch, though 
it ſtand immediately before qur Byers. In- 
deed, ſhould he chanee e hehold 
ed compound of Ignorance, Vanity, and 
We eee the ExcellobewoofoRca- 
bas u N og to. yrinie:fÞ ad gi 
„N if Pains 07 308 1 . L NEE; 0 Kt) 

| Dr. Clarke from that Father. — — with- 
un Suſpicion, mat herein) I may be miſtakep,, It js 
.pot;ipaſible, not cen. improhable, that the Writing: 
af abi Fether may have beeg corrupted ; for it is plajn 
enough, that thoſe of Zanating have beep. ſo; and. chiefly 
(2 k-ſcomethb); with à View, to: favour the Pogrine af 
a Gonanztian. of the flop, of God beſpre, the, Worldy. 
And Dy Sulpicions are ſtrengthened hy Nr., Carles 
Quotations from Ire who flouriſhed in, and ſome- 
what aſter, Juſin's time z for there is nat one, f them, 
from which I can. certainly conclude, that Jrenews 
held that Doctrine: As to that in pic 190. of Dx. 
Clarke's: Rook, I eapnat tell, Whether the Author be 
ſpeaking of avy ſuppoſed Generation before the Worlds, 
or of chat on the Body of) sbe Virgin; The Context 
would, n ſoon determine the Point; 8 — 


not * 


[lu | 
on, *plaming'\. itſelf upon that i-Pittatice, 
 whichhath fallen tqͥ its Share; and tpro- 
| feſſingo isi Deiſt )or: Freethinkerd he 
cunnot- anſwer for hie Patience. But His 
Zuſineſt is not witli ſuch, but withittioſe, 
Who ard able to conν,x or confute wh be 
-ath-Wrinten, by the Weight of their Argu- 
mente And tom ſuch Men (he chinks) 

ts may naturally! hope for Pardon of his 
own Miſtakes; whenſoover it ſhall appear 
that they i UNS; ee ebe 
Ann * (lin. agent o ne 
10 conclude. The whole: Diſpute, con- 
ond the Divinity of the Word and Holy 
Ghoſ, may be brought to this Iſſue. - If we 


200 an ee of eckt it: 'Certain # is, that 
Ireneeus doth ſometimes ſeem to diſtinguiſh between the 
ird and the Sen. 1 wiſh, that ſome Perſon} hd 
hath an Opportunity, would conſult the Wiitings'of the 
more city Fathers, in order to fix the H of that 
Doctrine bf the Generation of the Wird; taking dus Care, 
as he goes along, not to be miſled by proliptical Expret- 
ſions. T dare ſay, that it will be found to have gotten 
| firm footing before the time of Origen; which was a 
Century before the Arian Controverſy. The, Argu- 
ment in thelaft! Note, therefore, will not be invalidat- 
ed, though 1 ſhould be miſtaken in hat I there ſay 
of Jaftir; and the Reader may, if he pleaſe; eraſe: his 
Name, and put Origen's inſtend of it, if, wann 
Je wad it be found, that 1 was miſtaken, 7 
ac know- 


[wy 1 


acknowledge: theip Eixiftence, :(ndd-tactdile, 
who do not, I haue nothing to ſiy) we 
muſt nrveſſatily hold, that they are either 
Derived. or | Underived;\ :- If: de : farmer, 
then, to be conſiſtent with Oumaluer, we 
muſt maintain, . with! tlie Arias, That 
their: Perfons. bd Beginning : and are 
bound tb reconcile” this: Conſequrner [with 
many plain Texts of Scripture, Which op- 
poſt itt And this, I chink, is 
to be fairly done, If the us chen, 10 
be eonſiſtent with Ou-/ehver, ve muſt den 
 Fhe\Gohievation of the Mord, and Procafilon-of 
rbe Hey Ghoſt, (io the Senſe; in which the 
word Proceſſion is generally underſtood in 
this Controverſy, via. as fignifying @ Deri- 
vation of Perſon); and, in that Caſe like 
wiſe, are bound to ſhew, that we are cun- 
fiſtent alſo with the Buy Scripturem. This I 
am ſo far from thinking impoſſible to he 
done, that I appeal to the Reader, Whether 
J have not actually done it; and that with- 
out foroing any one Paſſage of Scripture to 
ſpeak in my Favour, by Dint of an unna- 
tural Interpretation; and therefore to the 
Satisfaction (I hope) of every ſincere im- 
partial Enquirer after Truth. 


J have 


L I 


PR "Re .witheds. that 2: Law. were 
enacted, ſo! far tu reſtrain the: Liberty; of 
ibo Preſa, u to pie vent the Publication, of 
religious Oontsoverſies in the vulgar Tongue: 
and ſhduld, certainly, have impaſed. this 
Law upon myſolf hau I been in the laaſt 
apprehonſiye, that what 1 hawe Writtan 
could puſſibly prove datrimontal to Religion; 
through the. Weakneſs, or Ignorance of any, 
ita wheſr Hands thig Rook may chancen t 
fall. For though it differ, both from the 
NMerbne, and Athamgban Creeds, in qne Pare 
ticular ; v. the Cencratien of tbe Sow befare 
the Worlds, (unleſs we way take the Liberty 
to underſtand that part of them in a qus- 
liked Senſe, That this. Generation wat droretd 
befoie thi Worlds) ; Vet, ſince the Com- 
poſors of thoſe Symbala of Faith did: nat 
intend therehy to aſſert any Nferierity of the 
Son ta the Farber, in reſpec} of his Ged- 
head, (but tather an Equality, I ſuppoſe) it 
cannot bo ſaid to differ fram either ef them, 
except only in the Manner of aſſatting the 
Divinity of his Perſon: And this will not 
amount to any thing; more, than à mere 
Difference of CPR * a ! Fircuraſtaanisl 

Point; 
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Point; ſiner che fundamental e 
n To, 0 
AYP _ſ 4001 
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GINGE | 4 above Woe arky were e. 
4 Nan N 
two. - Apologies and Di of J | 
Martyr, and Grabes Faden of ES? 
and. have : peruſed them doth, 
With regard to the former 1 tay 7, hap 
my Suſpicions (expreſſed in the Nokey: 120, 
& &gz) are very far from being removed. 
And though I will not i affirm of 
any, particular Paſſage, that it is interpolat- 
ed, or adulterated Troock leſs pronbunte- 
how it came from the hand & uſ), | 
Yet I muſt needs fay, that fone 
which dpd mes” are ve ry odllly intro. | 
duced, af. they be not Interpo Arden For 
moſt of them break the. Teal of the Dil⸗ 
courſe, which, if- they were expanged, 
would be well connected; ſome re quite 
foreign to che Matter in md ; vthers cons 
tain notorious Falſchoods ; and one of them, 
in Particular, doth at leaft 507 upon 
Bla phemy „Let the Reader Judge from 
the ollowidg babe, Rs "REY 


Page 


| „ | 

- Page 17. The Author, (addreſſing the 
Emperour, Senate, and People of Nome) 
tells them, That, by unjuſtly putting the 
Chriſtians to "Death, \ they will aft like the 
| lawleſs Robbers in the Deſert ; then (l. 27. ) 
he adds, On & xaAAugioere 0 0 Moyes ET 
daemon, It! Karbe, X Sur cid T pe 
Norra, fore Toy Jonoerre Qzor, df onde 
rer J & ov g reiter daa gi x. rerias, i 
rabw 5 i Aosin raren Upaigorras Texvles, 


BT WS E do dy UTeyogeioy 0 Aoyos e Sew . 
gre, © vorne BY at got.). Where the 


Words, which I have Gpanted by the | Þ 
vety plainly break the Connection between 
the Words, which go before, and thoſe that 
follow; And, moreover, give a pretty. broad 
Hint, that the Word is inferiour to the Fa- 
ther, in reſpect of the moral Attribute of 
Juſtice; which is neither more nor leſs, 
than to hint, That he is a Sinner! For ſuch 
1s every one, who is not perfectly Juſt; and 
God himſelf can be no more. Is it poſſible 
this pious Father could write at this Rate ? 
Or did not thoſe Words rather fall from 
the clumſy Hand of an Interpolator, who, 
miſtaking 5 A (which here evidently 
ſignifieth no other than Reg/on,. or Common 


( 127 ] 
Seuſs) for the Yor of God, ſays of it, That | 
(excepting Cad, who. bigat- him) there is. not 


a ee ene be all 
+ 


e Abenden Marks of dhe me 


Hand p. 124+; where Juſtin, ſpeaking of 
the Heathen Philoſophers, ſays, Ney were 


at great pains to diſeover what they did n 


of the Truth ; and after all, did not know ſd. 
much of it, as ir really diſcoverable by the 
Light of Reaſon, and often cunrradictad them- 
ſelves. This latter Part is in the Greck 
thus, dredn Is & Taye Ta Ts Avys wer ey; 
& £51 Kgaro5, N ovarlia dau TINGS TOY, 
I defire the Reader to judge for himſelf; 
whether 8 654 Rems be the Words of 
Tuſtin. or not. 

Again, at the bottom of che fame Page, 
he quoteth a Saying of Socrates, That it is 
neither: eaſy. to diſcover the Father and Maker 
of the Univerſe, . nor . ſafe to declare bim to. the 
Publick, when diſcovered; then he. addeth, 
& d it res Kees d *..caury Sueben. 
erenge. Tantęsi re. pe 99. Get miu u? 


Tutu band Ioyudles a reine Næcs d [176 

9.00 Tones res c nige. merely. (ayes » . 

os, i b 0 e TavTi. ay, , du cr Terror 
reer 


[ut] 
reh te © donde yell of] if Farid 
Sneceraber. Sous y) Aetevre waine). d 
nr. As 
Y XeeTixu, Y Telus d oh ge 4 
ee g (are xirapgaienrrts.——Ard the 
Words within the I] che Words of Fatt 
or not? Can we ſuppoſe him capable of 
 canfoutiding; at this. tat, The Ward of God 
with Gommon: Reyſon, and. ſaying, that He 
was \ pattly..kapwn to. Secreter? Not t 
mention the viſible and unnatural. Break 
made by. [thoſe Words in an (otherwiſe) 
elegant Sentence, for the ſalce of introducing 
whit is nothing to the Parpoſe : For it is 
nothing to the Argument, Whether . 
knew any thing of Chriſt; or not. 

Page 132. Speaking of the: Heathen | 
Philoſophers, he Gays, that Svery ane (fa far 
us that Portion of Reaſon, weth which he neat 
cru, enabled bn) fow the Canmeſfion 
Truths, and pute rightly of them ; but fincey 
| eradidiell themſelves; they cannot "be ſaid. 
far. then ar they #:70e rightly ſpoken (ſays he) 
ther Dactrines are the Dotiriner of the Cin 
ee al ens, hubs 


Tay 
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rue, au. v N Ur e N a- 
ns Qed M He Tor Qin wounds Y 
ar, ern g d j cullgares yh, 
Tra N v vba vdr ie TUAITINA Y 
vlc, 1, e ee euſyes , warlks 
4% & n <ppory 18 Aoge comets ples 
N ige, wn e. Here the Words. 
which I have ſeparated by the IJ ben 
not gnly guite foreign to the duhject, bus 
break a viſible Connection, which there id 
between the = ne germ 
Words. 

Page 54. Jie — thet The Writers 1 
uur , Sgviaar's : Hiſtory baue teſtified; that He 
was born of @ Virgin: And we give Credit te 
them (he ſays) becauſe by the aforeſaid Ja- 
30 TEgpnTuor THU pc T&TOY M a Per 
very 65 g wgaloroees T7 Ord e Mugs ver- 
Seb ropes Terms Sh⁰¹,!jẽt.] S Tore Aber 
$7)-74»-pagleror, &. The Words betwern 
the [] (introduced by way of Explanation 
of the Word rin, which went before) 
beſides the direct Contradiction to the er- 
pꝛeſß Letter of Scripture, (Marr. i. 1% 


20-18 Loxx i. 35.) contain a notorious 
| K Falſe. ' 
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to judge,” whether the Writings of Fuftin 
be come to our Hands uncbrrupted, or not: 


| { 130 ] 
Falſchood x: for Moſes hath no Where fait; 


. that The Mord is the" fig. born gf God, or 
any thing like it. I have obſerved, that 
the Interpolations of Ignatius are, many of 5 


them, introduced with the Air of a Paraphraſe 
or Explanation of the Text, and not unlike 
this Paſſage: Beſides, che Words s ZANS 
yonoa bijzis favour fo ſtrongly of the Spirit of 

Controverſy, between Chriſtians of different 
Perſuaſions, that TI cannet but entertain 
ſome Doubt, whether Tuſtin could write in 


that Manner to an 1 Emperour' and 
People. r tech en I'D e ent, 


From theſe Bnumpler 1 ſire the Reader 


If not, and if theſe Paſſages, in particular, 
may be reckoned ſe the Corru 


they plainly diſcover, that the Interpolator 


was one, who held, that the Word is infe= 


riour to the Father, as touching his God 


head: Then what Aſſurance can we Havez 


that all the other Paſſages, wearing tlie 


ſame Complexion, {though they may not 


carry on their Faces ſuch viſible Marks 


of the Bruſh, as theſe I have pointed to) 
have not received a Diſtortion of Features 
r * | from 


be 131 J 
er nn ee 2 an 
Ants Bae Aclaim bim for ane of my 
own Party. For though there beatew Paſ- 
ſages in his Writings; wherein he bath ſtiled 
the Mord umgenitum Dei Verbum, and primo- 
2 yet, by theſe Exprefſiona, | 
I think; he can mean no other than incarna- 
vum Dei Verbum, without a flagrant Contra- 
diction of himſelf. And I ſhould have obſer- , 
ved before of Tuſtin Martyr, that, by the Ge- 
neration of the Word, he ſometimes evidently 
meanethno other, than what is called his tem- 
poral Generation; two remarkable Inſtances - 
of which may be ſeen, p. 31. I. 19. & p. 33. 
d. 23. There are alſo a few Paſſages of Ire- 
naus, which, at firſt fight, do ſeem to contra- 
dict me; yet will be found, upon a nearer In- 
ſpection, not to do ſo. The moſt remark - 
able of theſe is the following. P. 222. Com- 
paring the four Goſpels to the four Beaſts 
(mentioned Rey. v. 7.) he ſays, Rai r 
Ea YEAG, By TY Tas UuPare, tv os eg er 
Nexros.. To: jy » xala n 
ral ess 1 MyGpeoymeny and, g Lehe yiveay Jaye - 
can, Ae er e zy d. noyes.>—Marhaies 46 | 
ru x dluſarrey aur verriau xngurle A 
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2 pt 


mone n. Thee 8 


[ 
75 
in 
1 
"| 
* 
b 
{ 
1 
| 
15 
1 


Tt 12 1 


Bega. 


But the Author is not to be ſup— 
poſed here to ſpeak of two diſtinct Genera- . | 


tions; one before the Worlds, the other in 


the World, but of this latter only; the 
firſt part of the Paſſage relating to the Fa- 
cher, and the laſt to the hr. For the 
Words er dN & 5 M prove no. Genera- 
tion or Derivation; but rather the contrary; 
And the Words vis Aan, vis. Afenays 
(without bis 945). I think, ſhew very plain= 
ly, that this is the Author's Meaving. But 
Jet Heu explain his own Words himſelf, 
Page 2 39. I. 1. Et quoniam Jphannes unum 


unigenitum, & hunc inramnatum eſſe pro. 


ſalate noſtri, Jeſum Chriſtum Dominum 


noſtrum, ſufficienter ex ipſius Idhannis ſer- 


e | Nw quz E — 
generationem ejus ex Virgine exponens, 
ait: Liber generation Yeſu Cb, . Da» 
vid, fun Abrubum. Dehine ut liberaret 
mentem noſtram à ſaſpicione, que it eiroa 
. ait, Cbrſi autem yeneratio ic erat, 


N + dn, 2h (in the Chapter, 
whoſe. 


1 33 ] 
whoſe Title is Aver ſur an iti An Mite 
ex YJofeph generurhm] "he fun, Uuogium 
enim nemo in totum ex fili Ade, Dew 
appellatur, ſecundum [raft] eum, aut 
Dominus nominatur, ex Scripturis demunſ- 
ptræter omnes qui fuerunt tune hemines, 
Deus, & Dominus, & Rex #terhus; & uni- 
genitus, & Verbum incarnatum, prediea- 

mum & à Prophetis omnibus, & Apoſtolit, 
& ab ipſo Spiritu, adeſt vidore omnibus, qui 
vel modicum de veritate attigerint. Hue 
autem non teſtificarentur Seripturæ de e, 
6, fimiliter ut omacs, homo tantùm fuiſſet. 
Sed quoniam præclaram preter omnes ha- 
buit in ſe eam quæ eſt ab altifſimo Patre 
geniturum, præclarà autem functus eſt & 
ea qua eſt ex Virgine generation; uttaque 
divinz de eo teſtificantur. Ia 
Mort, I know of no Part of this Author's 
Writings, which is not very eaſily recon- 
cileable with the Doctrine advanced in the 
foregoing Treatiſe. But to quote half the 
Paſfages, that ſpeak in favour of it, would 
be to ſwell this Poſtſcript to an immoderate 
Bulk.” This Father doth almoſt conftattly 


_ diſtinguiſh between the Yord and the Sen. 
e very 


—— th . 
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yery rarely ſtiling the Word The gen (indeed. ü 
much oftner the Sen The-Word) and where 


he doth it, it is uſually. in ſuch a Manner, 


as plainly how: the Appellation to be wh 
leptical. 


„ 
. 


The wo. 3 of: this. 


DiſtinQionace- very remarkable. , Lib, 4. 
c. 14. Omnibus revelavit ſe Pater, omnibus 


Verbum ſuum viſihile faciens; & rurſus 


Verbum omnibus oſtendebat Patrem & Fi- 
lium eùm ab omnibus videretur.— Per ipſam 


_ Conditionem | revelat : Verbum conditorem 


Deum. & per Filium eum Patrem, qui 


generavit Filium.— Sed per Legem & Pro- 


phetas ſimiliter Verbum & ſemetipſum & 
Patrem prædicabat, & audivit quidem unir 
verſus Populus ſimiliter; non ſimiliter au- 
tem omnes crediderunt. Et per ipſum Ver- 
bum viſibilem & palpabilem factum, Pater 

oſtendebatur, etiamſi non omnes ſimiliter 
credebant ei; ſed omnes viderunt in Filis 
Patrem: inviſibile etenim Filii Pater, Vir. 
ſible autem Patris F ilius— Again, Lib. 4. 
c. 47. In novo Teſtamento ca quæ eſt ad 
Deum fides hominum-au#s et, Additamen . 
tum accipiens Filium Dei. Now if we com- 


r chis laſt Quotation with Sed per 1 


1 8 1 * 
& Prophetas,” &c. ini the firſti ebe 
have Demonſtration, that Temeus 
the Relatioh of Father and Sem 88 be 
founded in the Incarnation s Andg inderd, 
throughout his. Works he conſtantly a ſup- 
poſeth it; nor doth he even hint, that it 
was ever: called in Queſtion; but ſpeaker 
of it} as he might naturally be ſuppoſed to 
do of a Truth armen 
G e e 
- But to fortify — RAY furs 
thes) T will produce a Paſſage; wherein he 
contendeth very fitenuoully, that the Word 
is - Unbegotten; Uniderroed..- Writing againſt 
ſome Hereticks of his time, who Held, that 
the Word of God was fpoken forth, Ike the 
Word of a Man; (and if we m hold the 
Derivation of the Word, I do not {ſec how 
we can eafily make Uſe of a more modeſt 
Similitude; Nay, Tuſtin Martyr, or his In- 
terpolator for him, hath applied this very 
Similitude to the very ſame thing, p. * 
Tentus utterly rejects this Notion as b 
phemous, foraſmuch as all Detivation' oy 
plicth a Beginning of the Being derived.— 
Lib. ii. c. 18. Ab hoc+ſviz. Ns] Logon & 
Zoen fabricatores hujus Pleromatis dicunt 
| 3 emiſlos ; 


wWuidam omnes videlicet ſciunt, qvoniem in 


amiſſos y; & bog. id 4 Veri. quidem 
amiſſioem ab hominum affections ercipi- 
antes, & addiyinantes adverſus Deum, qual 
Slignd: magnnm adinvenientes in o quad = 
diaunt, a Nu eſſe emiſſam Logan: guod 


hominibu quidam copfoquenter dicatur 4 in 
go gutem aui iu omnes Daus, tatus 
Nu. & tatue Logos ebm ft, duenadme- 
dum prædiximus, & nec aliud antiquius. 
nee poſtoriut, aut alive alterius habente in 
{6 ſad toto æ quali & ſimili & uno perſeve- 
rants; jam: non talis hujus erdinatinnis ſer, 
quetur fis. Quemadmodum qui dicit 
eum totum vißonem, & totum auditum (in 
quo antem videt, in ipſo & audite & in 
que audit, in ipſo & videt) non 1 paggat ; 
{i & qui dit, tatum illum ſenſum, & to- 
tum yerbum, & in quo ſenſus eſt, in bag 
& verbum eſſe, & vethum eſſe ejus hung 
Nun, minus quidem/adhue de Patra em- 
nium ſentiet ; qegantiara autam magis quara 

hi, qui latieonem prolstivi Haminyra: verdi 
tfapsſerunt in Pri ernum Verbum, & pro- 
ALatiagit aan donantes & gent quemad- 
wodum & ſue verho. Et in qug giſtabit 
De _ imd magis ipſe Deus, cbm fit 


Verbum, 


0 7 1 | 
Verbuma, a verbo hominum, fi eandem ba- 


buerit n * eniſianem genera+ 
trons? © "IH 
This Paſſage GAG no Conde "And 
here I ſhall cloſe my Remarks; after obſerv- 
ing, that the Paſſage quoted by Dr. Clarke, 
in Page 190, of his Treatiſe on the Trinity, 
and which I referred to in the Note P. 1205 
e ee to the Word, 
but to the Son: Firſt; Becauſe it beginneth 
Qyanitda ergo F I LIUS prolatus 4 Patre? 
Secondly, Becauſe he there alloweth a Pro- 
lation from the Father! and, in the Paſſage 
juſt quoted, hath denied it of the Ward; and 
therefore he muſt be ſuppoſed there to ſpeak 
of the Generation of dbe SON. Which 
Suppoſition is further confirmed by his Quo- 
tation of Jſeiah liii g. juſt before; Who ſhall 
declare his Generation? And that he-under- 
ſtands this Text of (What is called) S. 
temporal Generation, will be evident, if we 
turn to Lib. 3. C. 21. where, e cer 
tainly ſo underſtandeth it. 
When 1 firſt! fat, down to write on "Us 
ere of the Trinity, I proceeded with a 


trembling Hand ; thinking that the whole 
| Stream 


51 
1 7 we allow to be our ily 'Buide 


Ty pie fbr my Whidngs': 


| - [2138] ] 
| Steam of Adtiquiny Had beer agaimſt (Ä 


Leaſt, nor fir) me, nam only excepted; | 


But I comforted myſelf with this Reflectiom 
That ſince my Hypothefis was fo ealily; und 
withaut Violence, reconefleable with (nay 
ght, denviiſtrable by) the Sorpe 


Matters of Faith) nd; ar the fe tim 
lo perfectiy agteGable (45 fal I co judge) 
to rh gh Ke, 1 Had at leaſt #5 gbd Pre 
aten to de heard, as many a Senbbler, 
ho hath writtetr against the men 


Fest And, at the wort, if it were errol 


neous, mould only expoſe myſolf for a Dun 
in common with ther 3-for; idvancing: nd» 
Ging, to che Degratladdon of my Reben 
fit, 7 Od HOY kn Be com (hari 
ad tlie Jadg- 
went Sent of God! Due now; Ending two 
* Authorities ab natiu. and :[reneews, 
ainly on my Side; the reſt of tho Andalei 
: Ari rs me; and A Marty 
(though againſt nie) t6r't6 be entirely de- 
pended oft; ny DSS arm Feuts/are vabtiſh- 
ed; and I mußte no-Queſtion, that tim pri- 
eee defend mir Doc- 
3 trin 


8 1 55 1 ; 

8 accurately, or very nearly). «1 725 
haye delivered it; that other antierit Writers 
may be found, upon Examination, to agree: 
with me; and that I have ſtumbled upon 
the long-loſt Faith in delivered to the * 


Saints, 
5 
b.. 4 } 
THE END. 
8 
4 \ 2 © ow 
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Father in read F inn 
Sr NS 


'Y 107. J. 10. for P 1 read 
107. J 5 — 
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